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Program-Target Method as an Instrument of State Regulation
of Strategic Economic Development of Ukraine
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The paper investigates theoretical and applied principles to determine the conditions for the
introduction of the targeting regime in the government instruments system of economic and social
development. This paper determines the key factors influencing the development of state-targeted
programs, and analyzes the main weaknesses in the organization of its implementation. The paper
suggests stages of monitoring based on the targeting regime, taking into account the stages of
development and implementation of state target programs. We have developed the conceptual principles
of the introduction mechanism of the targeting regime in the implementation of state target programs.
The paper demonstrates the imperfection of the domestic system to implement the program-target
method compared with its use in the European countries in terms of management and assessment of
programs. An important aspect of the success to apply the targeting regime is the availability of a proper
legal and regulatory framework that controls the main provisions of its implementation, the purpose of
which is to ensure consistency of the indicator both at the strategic and operational levels and at the
national, regional, sectoral levels. The object of monitoring at the final stage of the state target programs
implementation is the target level, calculated on the basis of achieved indicators. The article states that
the monitoring on the basis of the state target program targeting regime allows them to rank their priority
in quantitative (target level taking into account spatial and temporal constraints) and qualitative aspects
(compliance with the basic and additional conditions of the economic potential of the national economy).
Also, monitoring based on the targeting regime allows the formation of an approved list of state target
programs, which will be implemented first and foremost. The paper concludes that for the
methodological support of the target regime introduction it is necessary to assess the real conditions that
determine the development of the economic potential of the Ukrainian economy at the present stage.
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Introduction. Investigating the modern system of the state regulation, let us notice that in
Ukraine the program-target method takes an important place in the system of state regulation
instruments for economic and social development. The urgency of its implementation is
caused by the fact that the necessary conditions of the effective state economic policy is
coordination of its tasks by the execution terms, by authorities, which are responsible for their
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implementation, and the necessity to define the cost financing sources, realization of which
provides the achievement of the set goals, which are implemented through state target
programs in the domestic economy. There is an essential role of the state bodies in the
resource and administrative provision to fulfill the state target. However, at the same time,
laws and regulations do not define the mechanisms to involve private capital, and material and
technical and organizational support of the enterprises and organizations, for improvement of
activity conditions of which the above projects are mentioned. It will let extend the economic
potential use of the national economy in their implementation.

Problem statement. The problems regarding the program-target method use in the government
control system were studied in works of leading foreign and native scientists, among which there
are Ju. A. Hluschenko [1], O. V. Vasylyk, H. S. Hryhoryev [2], V. M. Heyets [10], O. 1. Derevchuk
[3], I V.Zapatrina, O.P.Orlyuk, M.I Kulchytsky, 1. A.Levchenko [5], I V.Lunina,
T. I. Prykhodko [10], T. K. Tukhtarova [8], Yu. V. Pasichnyk, O. V. Soldatenko, 1. Ya. Chuhunov
[9] and others. However, conditions to introduce targeting regime in the system of the government
control instruments of the economic and social development, require further investigations.

The aim. The aim of the article is to generalize factors, which influence the processes of the
state target programs development and investigation of the conceptual principles of the
mechanism to introduce the targeting regime in their implementation.

Results of the research. According to the national legislation, which regulates the main
positions to use the program-target method, the state target program is a “complex of the
interconnected tasks and actions, which are oriented to solve the most important problems of
the state development, some economic sectors or administrative units, are performed with the
use of State budget of Ukraine and are coordinated by the execution terms, group of
performers, resource provision” [6].

Factors, which constrain the development of the state-target programs, are the terms of
their initiation, defined by legislation. According to Procedure to develop and execute the state
target programs, approved by the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine [7], initiators can be only
central and local authorities. At the same time, the current possibilities of the budget financing
are taken into account, whereas the share of other sources in the structure of the financial
provision is a secondary aspect. Adjustment of these terms can be a factor to activate the state-
private partnership in this sector that is urgent under modern conditions, considering the lack
of costs from the state budget.

Let us point out that while approving the project, proposed by the initiator, with the
executive bodies, the innovative orientation of the developed program conception, is taken
into account. It proves the priority of innovative development in the realization of the state
economic and social policy. However, at the same time, the list of the state target programs,
oriented to develop the innovative potential in the national economy, is rather limited.

Therefore, analyzing the expected results of the state target programs fulfillment, given in
the proper legal acts, one should pay attention to the fact that target landmarks are represented
as absolute indicators and it does not enable to compare the obtained results and costs,
performed during their achievement. At the same time, the implementation of the relative
indicators in the determination of the priority to distribute budget funds between programs
provides the increase of their use efficiency.

Besides, the state target programs passports do not define the mechanism to monitor their
execution. It is limited by the obligatory reports, which are submitted in the middle or at the
end of the fixed implementation period that does not let to correct the system of actions in
accordance with the tendencies in the development of the national economy and the world
achievements in the science and technique sphere. It forms the retaining factor of the state
innovative regulation efficiency.
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Analyzing the experience to implement the state target programs, let us point out some
essential differences between the domestic and European practice (Table 1).

Table 1
Comparison of the peculiarities to implement the state target innovative programs
in Ukraine and the EU (formed based on [4])

T Region
Criterion Europe Ukraine
The budget of the program 90-3000 thousand Euro 15-18 thousand Euro
Provision of the budget The income of all planned funds ;:g?&g”'ty of the budget funds
S . It is often the preconditions of the | Less than 1% of enterprises
Participation of the enterprises program approval participate
- . It is the criterion to make decisions | There are no effective mechanisms
State-private partnership about financing and instruments of realization
It is predicted in the implementation
Monitoring plan and can be fulfilled after the end | Absent in many cases

of the program
It is carried out according to the criteria
of experience and absence of the

Selection of the experts on Related persons are often the

assessment interests conflict experts on assessment

Subjects, who investigate the The organization, which provides the | Ministries, state  committees,
program program financing agencies

Heads of the program Scientists or heads of enterprises High-level officials of state

executive bodies

Let us notice that as of today there are significant disadvantages in Ukraine regarding the
organization of the state target programs fulfillment. First of all, one should pay attention to
the difference in the financing volumes in this area — budget of the small program in the EU
Member States is higher than the budget of the national program in Ukraine that certainly
relates to the problem of the process organization regarding the private subjects’ involvement
to participate in the project financing.

Besides, analyzing the peculiarities of the financial aspect regarding the programs
execution, let us point out that in the EU Member States the financing is performed during the
show period of the program fulfillment, whereas in Ukraine there is no possibility for clear
planning of budget funds, taking into account the higher legal power of the law of Ukraine
“On the State Budget” over the legal acts, which regulate the fulfillment of the programs. That
is why there is a situation that the budget financing is not full.

One should pay special attention to the imperfection of the native system to implement the
program-target method in comparison with its use in the European countries in the part of the
regulation and assessment of the programs. Criteria to make decisions regarding the approval
and financing of the target programs in the EU include the investigated management system
and indicators, by which monitoring has to be carried out, in the project of the program. At the
same time, in Ukraine the mentioned positions are not key elements of the program, which,
accordingly, determines the imperfection of the evaluation process — often the results of the
program are not monitored either at the intermediate or at the final stages. Besides, the
objectivity of the outcome, obtained in the course of the evaluation process, is also doubtful,
since often subjects, who perform it, are the participants of the program, whereas in many
European countries assessment is carried out by experts from other states, who, moreover,
evidence the absence of the interests conflict.

That is why, nowadays, there is an objective necessity to transform mechanisms, which
provide the fulfillment of the state’s control function in the process of the program-target
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method implementation with a purpose to increase the efficiency to use budget funds. It is
proposed to realize through the introduction of the targeting regime, the conceptual
functioning principles of which are demonstrated in Fig. 1.

The aim of introduction: to increase the efficiency of the STP fulfillment monitoring;
Principle of the target use: publicity in the promulgation, responsibility for achievements, economic agents’
trust, cleamess, reasonableness and prospects

Process-target

Functional ) Functions of the target: information-oriented, motivative, coordinating, predicting, regulating

Regulatory "\ Provision of the target coherence either at the strategic and operative levels or at the national, regional and
sectoral levels

J
Institutional ]| Extension of the monitoring subjects owing to the involvement of the foreign stakeholders of STP |

Methodic ]| Provision of formalization, objectivity, and monitoring continuity to investigate and to fulfill the STP |

D,: ------------------------------------------------------- _
Stage ]—[ Object of monitoring ]-_.[Results of the momtonng]
\
\
Formalization of the strategic threats Basic (necessary) and additional (sufficient) Ranging from the STP |
and possibilities for the effective terms to form and to use the potential of the priority according to the
development of the national economy national economy N\ quantitative criterion (the
potential target level considering
spatial and temporal
initiation of the STP investigation The level of the target as a formalized constraints) Iand qulalitative
criterion of the STP innovativeness degree (compliance with
[ State expertize of STP basic/additional terms of
P m oo the national economy
1 .
[ Approval on the basis of. ;‘ Index of total benefits from the realization of | potential)
i the proper STP in comparison with others !
| enmre Amfrioat D f QT N LT EEEE P T EEEE ey g
| - space optimization of STP 1 Index of total benef ts from postponing of the |

Intermediate indicators of the STP realization: | | COrrecting of the tasks and
Organization of STP tasks and actions ) |~ effectveness (e.g. number of he created -4 volumes of STP financing

Provision of the targeting regime in the realization of the state target programs

1)
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
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d
\

fulfillment centers of technologies transfer);
- efficiency (profitability, payback);
—riskiness (level of the risk sensitivity) Comparing the
Control over the STP fulfillment, assessment of the
preparation of the intermediate, — effectiveness and ]
annual and final reports Level of the target as a criterion to assess the efficiency level of the STP |,/
realized STP realization

~ -,

Type Codes: STP — state target programs

Figure 1. Conceptual principles of the mechanism to introduce the targeting mechanism
in the state target program realization

The aim of the targeting regime implementation is to increase the efficiency to monitor the
fulfillment of the state target programs. Therefore, this regime is based on the target use —
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indicator, the level of achievement of which describes the program efficiency. This indicator
may be included to assess the project in its fulfillment process and to be a criterion to define
the priority of the state target programs implementation. Therefore, it should be noticed, that
while selecting the parameter as a target, one should consider its compliance with the
necessary features.

First, the use of the target provides keeping of the following principles:

— publicity in the promulgation — the target index has to be accessed for a wide range of
people;

— responsibility for achievement — the necessary aspect of control is to organize the range
of people, whose task is to provide the efficiency of the program realization;

— the trust of the economic agents — compliance of the target with the economic subjects’
activity priorities;

— clearness — understanding of the effective indicator calculation method and data;

— substantiation — compliance of the indicator with the economic development laws and
main goals of the state economic policy;

— perspectivity — the urgency to use the defined parameter in the long-term period under
conditions of the economic development tendencies change.

Second, one should point out that the use of the target is based on the fact that it performs
several functions within the economic potential development. First of all, the information-
oriented function is urgent. It provides the bringing of the planned result to the economic
subjects, for the achievement of which the realization of the system of actions has to be
oriented.

The motivative function provides the target’s peculiarity of the stimulating feature for the
economic development, whereas its coordinating function is to spread to all entities, engaged
in the economic activity with the purpose of the complex efficiency growth.

The level of the parameter, which is selected as a target, has to provide the possibility to
plan the indicators of the economic activity development at different levels of the economic
system, that is its predictive function. Besides, the target benchmark performs the regulating
function, which is to correct the above goals and actions in case of the insufficient level of the
index achievement during the state target program realization.

A significant aspect of the success of the targeting regime implementation is a proper
regulatory base, which regulates main positions of its realization, the ask of which is to
provide the coherence of indicator either at the strategic and operative levels or at the national,
regional and sectoral levels. The investigated target benchmark has to be approved by the
regulatory acts according to the level of the state authorities and has to be brought to subjects,
who are responsible for its achievement.

Taking into account the efficiency of the state-private partnership introduction, proved by
the world economic experience, it is urgent to activate the integration of the state and private
sector. In this context, it is proposed to implement through the involvement of foreign
stakeholders of the state target programs to the monitoring process of their fulfillment
efficiency.

The next aspect, which has to be realized during the targeting regime introduction, is to
form and to use its methodic provision system. It enables to formalize the monitoring process
of the investigation and fulfillment of the state target programs and forms the base for its
objective and continuous execution. Introduction of the monitoring on the basis of the
targeting regime is proposed to realize through several stages in accordance with stages of the
state target programs development and execution.

Within the first stage, it is provided to formalize the strategic threats and possibilities for
the effective development of the national economic potential that enables to identify the
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degree of its formation and the ability for further development. At this stage, the object of
monitoring includes basic and additional terms to form and to use economic potential of the
national economy, which describes its general level, and to define a strong and weak side that
has to be considered in the state target programs realization.

The next stage is initiating of the state target program investigation by persons, who are
interested in its realization. The goal of the program has to take into account the priorities of
the state regulation of the economic potential development and to comprise the subjects’
interests, who are engaged in economic activity. At this stage, the problem is defined, which
has to be solved as a result of the proposed program realization. Measures, oriented to solve
the set problem considering the terms, which are necessary for their introduction, are
established, resources, which are planned to be involved in fulfilling the program, are
assessed. A significant part of the state target program includes expected results of its
realization, which have to be shown in the form of absolute and relative indices. As for the
mentioned stage, the object, under which the monitoring will be carried out, is the level of the
proposed target program innovativeness, formalized in the form of the target benchmark,
which is practically realized within the next stage — states expertize of the target program.

The compliance of the proposed program with the parameters, defined by the current
legislation in this sphere, is analyzed. The goal of the state expertize of the state target
program project is to define reasonability of its implementation involving budget funds. That
is why the priority criterion to form the positive conclusion of the expert council, which is
formed with state authorities, who are subjects of the economic policy realization in the state,
is its efficiency, which is shown through the target level, evaluated by the body, which carries
out the expertize. As a result of the state expertize, the project may be elaborated in case of its
non-compliance with the mentioned criteria.

The conclusion of state expertize is taken into account during the next stage —
coordination, and approval of the state target program. According to the current legislation of
Ukraine, the program draft is approved in two stages — at the level of Ministry of Economic
Development; whereas it is approved by the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine. At this stage, it
is peculiar to monitor the state target program by two aspects — provision of their space and
time optimization.

The space optimization of the state target programs provides a comparison of one program
efficiency with other projects in this sphere, which is carried out on the basis of total benefits
index from their realization, the level of which is the monitoring object at this stage of the
program approval.

Despite the space optimization, time optimization of the state target programs provides
consideration of the concrete program realization urgency in relation to the economic
development current state, which is carried out on the basis of calculation of the total losses
index in case of the state target program realization postponement for one year. At this stage,
the program, postponing of the realization term of which does not lead to their urgency loss or
their realization efficiency reduction, are defined.

Consideration of all the criteria, mentioned within four observed stages, while monitoring
the state target programs, as a result, allows to range their priority by quantitative (level of
target considering spatial and temporal constraints) and qualitative aspects (compliance with
basic and additional terms of the economic potential in the national economy) and form the
approved list of the state target programs, which will be introduced first of all.

The next stage, at which the approved projects for realization are monitored, is to organize
the fulfillment of tasks and state target programs steps. This stage provides a selection of
subjects, who have to execute the program activities. They can include enterprises,
organizations, and institutions regardless of the property form, whereas the head of the
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program is responsible for the realization of the program and financial resources use, given for
its financing. In terms of this stage, the monitoring object includes intermediate indices, which
describe the expected consequences from the realization of the state target innovative
program, which include:

— effectiveness parameters (e.g., number of the created centers of technologies transfer,
number of the carried out investigations, volumes of the produced innovative production, etc);

— efficiency parameters (profitability level, payback period term of the project);

— riskiness parameters (level of risk sensitivity).

Analysis of the mentioned criteria let correct tasks and volumes of the state target program
financing according to the predicted indicators of the economic potential development in the
national economy, and develop instruments to control risks in cases of the high value of the
calculated riskiness level for the program realization if it is possible.

The final stage, at which the state target programs are monitored, is to control their
fulfillment and to prepare intermediate, annual and final reports. This stage provides the
assessment of results, obtained in the process of the economic development program
execution, based on the reports, formed by its head, which include the approved goal and
measures for the program realization in terms of the consideration of planned sources and
financing volumes, and results of the planned measures implementation within the reported
period in terms of quantitative and qualitative indices.

At the final stage of the state target programs execution, the monitoring object is the target
level, calculated on the basis of the achieved indices. Therefore, the efficiency to realize the
program is evaluated by two criteria — compliance of the target with the index, defined at the
initiating stage of the program, and comparison of the achieved indicator of the target
benchmark in one program with results, obtained as a result of other state target programs
realization.

This stage allows to evaluate the efficiency and effectiveness of the realized state target
programs and to identify goals of the state policy to control the economic potential
development of the national economy and to provide strengthening of the indices activity,
which are stimulators of the economic potential development, and leveling of the indices-
destimulators activity.

Conclusions and prospects of further research. The article deals with the theoretical and
applied principles to define terms of the targeting regime introduction in the system of the state
regulation of economic and social development. It was defined that consideration of all the
criteria, mentioned within the observed stages of the monitoring based on the state target
programs targeting regime, as a result, allows ranging their priority by quantitative (the target
level considering spatial and temporal constraints) and qualitative aspects (compliance with
basic and additional terms of the economic potential of the national economy) and forming the
approved list of the state target programs, which will be introduced first of all. Under modern
conditions, the activation of the state and private sector integration could also be achieved
through the involvement of foreign stakeholders within the international program of cooperation.
That is why within the methodical provision of the targeting regime introduction it becomes
important to evaluate real conditions, which determine the economic development potential in
the economy of Ukraine at the recent stage that forms the base to predict indices of efficiency,
effectiveness, and risk of the state target programs realization.
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conuaneHbIM pa3BuTHeM. OTmpeeneHsl KIOYeBble (AKTOPHI, BIUSIONIME Ha IIPOLECCH Pa3BUTHUS
roCyZapCTBEHHO-LIEJIEBBIX IPOrpaMM, M NPOaHAIU3UPOBAaHbl OCHOBHBIC HEJOCTATKU [0 OpraHU3aluU UX
BbINOMHEHUS. [Ipe/uioskeHo 3Talbl NPOBEACHUS MOHUTOPHHIA Ha OCHOBE PEXUMa TapreTHPOBAHUS C
ydeToM cTaguii pa3pabOTKH M BBIIOJHEHHS TOCYIapCTBEHHBIX IEIEBBIX MHporpamMm. Pa3pabGoTaHbl
KOHIIETITYaJlbHBIE OCHOBBI MEXaHH3Ma BBEICHHSA pPEXKHMa TapreTHPOBAaHUS IIPU  peanu3alu
TOCYJapCTBEHHBIX LENEBBIX MporpaMM. B paboTe oTMedeHO HECOBEPIIEHCTBO OTEUECTBEHHOI CHCTEMBI
pean3anuy NporpaMMHO-1EIEBOI0 METO/Ja [10 CPABHEHMIO € €r0 MCIOIb30BaHUEM B cTpaHaxX EBpomnsl B
YacTH YIOPaBICHHUA U OLEHKM IPOrpaMM. BaKHBIM acIeKTOM YCIEIIHOCTH INPUMEHEHHs peKUMa
TapreTHPOBaHUS SBISIETCS HAJIMYME HaJUIe)Kallero HOPMaTUBHOM IPaBOBOH 0a3bl, periaMeHTHPYIOmeH
OCHOBHBIC IOJIOXKEHHUSI €r0 pealn3aluy, 3a1adell KOTOpoH sBIsieTcs 00ecleYeHHe COrJIacOBaHHOCTU
MoKa3aTesisi Kak Ha CTPAaTerMYeCKOM M OINEpPaTHBHOM YPOBHAX, TaK M Ha OOIMIETOCYAapCTBEHHOM,
PETHOHAIBHOM, OTpacieBOM ypoBHAX. OOBEKTOM MOHHTOPHHTa Ha 3aKIIOYHTEIBHOM 3Tare
BBIMOJTHEHUSI TOCYApCTBEHHBIX IENEBBIX NMPOTPAaMM BBICTYNA€T YPOBEHb TapreTa, pacCUMTaHHBIN Ha
OCHOBE JOCTUTHYTHIX IIOKa3arenedl. B cTaThe ykasaHO, YTO NpOBEAEHHE MOHUTOPHHIA Ha OCHOBE
peXuUMa TapreTUpOBaHMUsS TOCYNApCTBEHHBIX IIEJEBBIX IMPOrpaMM I03BOJSIET MPOPAH)XKUPOBATH HX
MIPUOPUTETHOCTH 0 KOJIMYECTBEHHOMY (YPOBEHb Taprera ¢ y4eTOM IPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIX M BPEMEHHBIX
OTpaHMYEHHI) U Ka4eCTBEHHBIM acleKTaM (COOTBETCTBHE OAa30BBIM M JOIOJHUTEIBHBIM YCIOBHSIM
9KOHOMHYECKOTO MOTEHIHala HAIlMOHAIBHOW SKOHOMHKHM). Taxke MOHHTOPHMHT Ha OCHOBE DPEXHMa
TapreTHpPOBAaHUA IIO3BONISIET C(OPMHUPOBATH YTBEP)KAEH IIE€PEUeHb TOCYAAPCTBEHHBIX IEJIEBBIX
IIpOrpaMM, BHEIPEHHE KOTOPHIX OyJeT OCYIIECTBIATHCSA B MEpByIo odepenb. CaenaH BBIBOJ, YTO IS
METOJUIECKOTO OOecIedeHNs BBEICHUS] PeXKUMa TapreTHPOBAHUS HEOOXOIUMO OLCHUBAHUS PEabHBIX
YCIOBUH, NETEPMUHMUPYIOIIMX pa3BUTHE SKOHOMHUYECKOIO IIOTEHIMala SKOHOMUKU YKpauHbl Ha
COBPEMEHHOM 3Tarle.

Kniouesvie cnosa: HalMOHaNbHAas 3KOHOMHKA, TOCYJapCTBEHHas LeleBas MNporpaMma, TaprerT,
ONITHMU3AIN, TOCYAAPCTBEHHAS HKCIIEPTU3A.
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VY po6oTi po3BHHYTO TEOPETHYHI Ta MPHUKIAJHI 3acaid MIOAO BHU3HAYEHHS YMOB 3alPOBAKEHHS
PSXUMY TapreTyBaHHS y CHUCTEMi IHCTPYMEHTIB JAEP>KaBHOTO YIPaBIiHHS €KOHOMIYHHAM 1 COLITEHUM
po3BUTKOM. Bu3HaueHo Kir04OBi (pakTOpH, 10 BIUIMBAIOTH Ha IPOLECH PO3BUTKY ACPXKABHO-IIITHOBHX
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T. A. Bacunvesa, K. C. /J3esepina, B. O. Kacbanenxo. IIporpaMHo-niJIbOBHIT MeTO
SIK iHCTPYMEHT JepKaBHOIO0 Pery.JII0BaHHS CTPATEriYHOr0 eKOHOMIYHOI0 PO3BUTKY YKpaiHu

Iporpam, Ta IpOaHaNi30BaHO OCHOBHI HEJOJIIKM CTOCOBHO OpraHi3amii IX BHKOHaHHS. 3alpOIIOHOBAHO
€Tany NPOBECHHS MOHITOPUHTY Ha OCHOBI peXXHMMY TapreTyBaHHS 3 ypaXyBaHHSIM CTaliil po3poOku Ta
BUKOHAaHHA JEpXKAaBHUX [UIBOBUX TporpamM. Po3po0ieHO KOHIENTyaslbHI 3acagd MeXaHi3Mmy
3allpOBa/UKEHHS PEXUMY TapreTyBaHHA IpH peamizalii JepXKaBHUX IJIOBUX Hporpam. Y poooTi
BiJ3HAYCHO HEIOCKOHATICTh BITYM3HAHOI CUCTEMH peasti3allii IporpaMHO-IiJIbOBOI0 METOIY MOPIBHSHO
3 IOr0 BUKOPUCTAHHAM y KpaiHax €BpOIHM y YaCTHHI YIPABIiHHS Ta OLIHIOBaHHA MporpaM. Baxmusum
aCIIeKTOM YCIIIIHOCTI 3aCTOCYBAaHHS PEXUMY TapreTyBaHHS € HAsBHICTh HAJICKHOTO HOPMATHBHOI-
IIPaBOBOi 0a3M, IO PErJaMeHTye OCHOBHI ITOJIOXKEHHSI HOro peaizallii, 3aBIaHHAM SIKOI € 3a0e3MeueHHs
B3a€EMOY3TOJ/DKCHOCTI IIOKAa3HMKAa SK Ha CTPaTeriYyHOMYy Ta ONEpaTHBHOMY pIBHSAX, Tak 1 Ha
3araibHO/IeP)KaBHOMY, pETiOHaJIbHOMY, Tramy3eBoMy piBHAX. O0’€KTOM MOHITOPHHTY Ha 3aKIIOYHOMY
eTamni BUKOHAHHS JEep)KaBHUX LITBOBHX MPOTPaM BHUCTYIA€ PIBEHb TapreTy, pO3paxOBaHU Ha OCHOBI
JOCATHYTUX TOKa3HUKIB. Y CTaTTi 3a3Hau€HO, LI0 TNPOBEACHHA MOHITOPUHTY Ha OCHOBI PEXUMY
TapreTyBaHHs JCp)KaBHUX ILIUIBOBHX MPOrpaM J03BOJSE IPOPAHXKYBaTH iX HPIOPHTETHICTh 3a
KUTbKiCHUM (piBE€Hb TapreTy 3 ypaxyBaHHSIM IIPOCTOPOBHX Ta YacOBHX OOMEXEHb) Ta SKiCHUM
acriektamu (BIIMOBIIHICTE 0a30BUM Ta JOJATKOBHM YMOBaM €KOHOMIYHOTO MOTEHINATy HaliOHAIBHOT
ekoHOMikH). Tako)X MOHITOPHHT Ha OCHOBI pEKHMY TapreTyBaHHS JIO3BOJSIE CHOPMyBaTH
3aTBEP/DKCHUH Tepertik JepKaBHUX LUIBOBUX IIPOrpaM, BIIPOBAKEHHS SKUX Oyne 3ilficHIoBaTHCS
HepuIoyeproBo. 3po0JICHO BHCHOBOK, IO IS METOAMWYHOTO 3a0€3IEYCHHS 3alpOBA/PKCHHS PEKHMY
TapreTyBaHHS HEOOXiHUM € OIIHIOBaHHA PEAbHUX YMOB, IO IETEPMiHYIOTh PO3BUTOK €KOHOMIYHOTO
MOTEHII ATy €KOHOMIKH YKpaiHH Ha Cy4acHOMY €Talli.

Knrouogi cnosa: HalioHambHa EKOHOMIKA, Jiep)kKaBHA IUTBOBA IIporpama, TapreT, ONTHUMi3allif,
JIepxKaBHA eKCIIepTH3a.
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