14. CTaTMCTNYHUI WOPiYHMK [loHelbkoi obnacTi 3a 2004 pik / [lep>kaBHuUin KOMITET cTa-
TUCTUKM YKpaiHW. [0noBHe ynpasniHHA cTaTUCTUKK B [JoHeLbkin 0611. ; 3a pea. O. A. 3e-
neHoro. — [loHeupk, 2005. — 389 c.
15. CTaTMCTNYHUI WopivHKK [oHeubkoi obnacTi 3a 2005 pik / [lep>kaBHuiA KOMITET cTa-
TUCTUKM YKpaiHW. [onoBHe ynpasniHHA cTaTUCTUKK B [JoHeUbKiln 0611. ; 3a pea. O. A. 3e-
neHoro. — [loHelpk, 2006. — 403 c.
16. CTaTucTnyHUI WopivHKK [JoHeubkoi obnacTi 3a 2007 pik / [ep>kaBHuiA KOMITeT cTa-
TUCTUKM YKpaiHn. [onoBHe ynpasniHHA cTaTUCTUKKM B [JoHeLbkin 0611. ; 3a pea. O. A. 3e-
neHoro. — [loHeubk, 2008. — 403 c.
17. CTaTmcTnyHui WwopivHnk [loHeubkoi obnacTi 3a 2012 pik / lepxasHa cnyx6a cratu-
CTVKM YKpaiHu. FonoBHe ynpasniHHA cTaTUCTUKKM B [loHelbKin 061. ; 3a pea. O. A. 3e-
neHoro. — [loHeupk, 2013. — 470 c.
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MANAGEMENT OF COMMUNITIES IN POLAND
AND THEIR FINANCIAL INDEPENDENCE

Abstract. Every local government unit should possess particular financial independence that allows it to function efficiently.
Finances are management element that plays important function in realizing current and developing future aims. Financial econo-
my of self-government can be characterized by limited number of financial sources. That is why the purpose of the article is analy-
sis of financial situation of three types of communities in Poland: urban, partially urban and rural, and rural ones in 2007-2012. The
authors used several key indices and undertook a study of mentioned communities in Poland and conducted an assessment of their
financial independence. Rationalization of community financial economy requires maximum public sources adjusting to realize the
tasks with the highest possible quality (important is adjusting especially to socially accepted aims and tasks).

Results show that financial situation of communities in Poland is worsening, however, is not critical to urge serious financial policy
decisions. The best situation have urban communities — the ones to which a city is a factor of developing. Outcomes of survey pre-
sent worth-while information to optimize usage of limited financial sources in communities and make rational decisions connected
with efficient financial management. They constitute a tool to verify the needs of community, as well as enable to measure local
activities.

Keywords: management; financial independence; municipal government.
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YMAPABJIHHA TMIHAMW B NOJIbLUI TA iX ®IHAHCOBA CAMOCTIMHICTb

AHoTauifa. KoxHa ogvHMUA TepuTopianbHOro caMoBpAdyBaHHA, abu e(heKTUBHO (DYHKLIOHYBaTK, MOBMHHA MaTu BU3HAYEHY
(piHaHCOBY CaMOCTINHICTb. PiHAHCU CTAHOBNATL €NEMEHT YNPaBniHHA, AKUA BUKOHYE KNIOYOBY (PYHKLiIO B peanidadii Winen no-
TOYHOrO i NEePCNEKTUBHOIO PO3BUTKY. DiHAHCOBY EKOHOMIKY CaMoBpAdyBaHHA XapakTepu3ye OOMEXEHICTb thiHaHCOBUX pe-
cypciB, TOMy MeTa CTaTTi — aHani3 (hiHaHCOBOro CTaHOBWLLA TPbOX TUNIB rMiH y [NosbLui, @ came: MiCbKMX, MPUMICBKUX i CiFTIbCbKNX
y 2007-2012 pokax. ABTOpM 3a [OMOMOrol0 0bpaHMx CTaTUCTUYHUX IHOMKATOPIB 34IMCHUNN aHani3 iHaHCOBOI €KOHOMIKM
NOSIbCbKMX TMiH Ta OLHWMN iX (PiHAHCOBY CaMOCTINHICTb. PauioHanizauia chiHaHCOBOI EKOHOMIKM IMiH BuMarae 6inbly onTuMarb-
HOro BWKOPUCTAHHA HaABHMX My6niYHWX pecypciB AnA peanisauii 3aBgaHb, 30Kpema po3noginy iHaHCOBUX pecypciB Ha
cycninbHO 3HaYywwi Wini. [JocnigyxeHHA nokasaro, Wo cTaHoBuLLe MMiH y Monblyi noripwmnocA, ogHaK He CTano HacTiNbKW He3a-
[OOBINbHUM, W06 NpuiAMaT KapavHanbHi (DiHAHCOBI pilleHHA. Y HalKpalloMy CTaHi BUABWIUCA MICbKi IMiHW, TOBTO Ti, Yy AKUX
MICTO BMKOHYE (DYHKLIitO BMPILLANIbHOIO YMHHMKE PO3BUTKY.

ABTOpamMu CTaTTi 3anNpPONOHOBAHO LUMIAXU ONTUMI3auii BAKOPUCTaHHA 0BMexXeHMX hiHaHCOBMX pecypciB Ta NiABULLEHHA Oi€BOCTI
(hiHAHCOBOrOo MEeHeXXMEHTY y rmiHax. 3pobfieHO BUCHOBOK MpPO Te, WO MicueBi hiHaHCKM BUCTyNatoTb AK iIHCTPYMEHTOM Be-
pudbikauii noTped nokanbHoi rpomaan, Tak i MOKa3HMKOM AiANbHOCTI KePiBHMLTBA IMiHW.

KntoyoBi cnosa: MeHeIXXMeHT, (hiHaHCOBa CaMOCTIHICTb, TMiHW, TepUTOpianbHe cCamMoBPALYBaHHA.
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YNPABJEHUE TMUHAMU B NOJIbLWWE N UX PUHAHCOBAA CAMOCTOATEJIbHOCTb

AHHOTaumA. TepputopuanbHble eauHULbI caMmoynpaBieHna AOMKHbI UMETb OnpeaeneHHyo (PUHAHCOBYIO CaMOCTOATENMb-
HOCTb, KOTOpaA obecneynBaeT UX OeNCTBEHHOE (hyHKLMOHMpoBaHMe. PUHaHCbl ABNAIOTCA 3IEMEHTOM MEHEeKMEHTa, Bbl-
MOSHAIOLLMM KITHOYEBYIO (DYHKLMIO B peanu3aummn Lenen TeKyLero n NepcneKTUBHOro passuTtuna. PrHaHCOBYIO SKOHOMUKY
camoynpaBneHnA XapakTepuayeT OrpaHUY4eHHOCTb (PUHAHCOBBLIX PECYpcoB, NO3ITOMY Lefb CTaTbl — aHann3 ¢hMHaHCOBON
cuUTyauuu Tpex TUNoB rMUH B [Nonblue: ropoACcKux, MPUropoaHbiX 1 cenbckux B 2007-2012 rogax. ABTOpPbl C NOMOLLLIO N3-
6paHHbIX CTATUCTUHECKUX UHAMKATOPOB OCYLUECTBUIM aHann3 (PUHaHCOBON 3KOHOMWUKU MMUH B lMosblue 1 oueHunm nx gu-
HaHCOBYIO CaMOCTOATENbHOCTb. PaunoHanm3auma hMHaHCOBON 3KOHOMUKM rMUH TpebyeT Hambonee onTUMansHOro UCMosb-
30BaHNA MMeoLWMXCA NY6MYHBIX PECYPCOoB ANA peanusaumnn 3afad, B HaCTHOCTU pacnpeaeneHna (OMHaHCOBbIX CPEACTB Ha
06LLIeCTBEHHO 3Ha4YMMble Lienn. ViccnenoBaHnA nokasann, YTo NonoXKeHe rMuH B MNonblue yxyAWwnnocb, TeM He MeHee, OHO
He HaCTONMbKO HeyOBNEeTBOPUTENbHOE, YTOObI MPUHMMAaTL KapAvHasbHble (hrHaHCoBbIe pelleHna. B Hanny4wem nonoxe-
HMM OKa3anmncb ropoAcKuMe rMyHbl, TO eCTb Te, B KOTOPbIX FOPOA UCMONHAET (DYHKLUMIO peLuatoLlero paktopa passutua. As-
TOpamu MpeanoXeHbl MyTy ONTUMU3aLIMM UCMOMNb30BaHNA OrPaHNYEHHbIX (DMHAHCOBBLIX CPEACTB U NMOBbILWEHVA OEeNCTBEHHO-
CTU (PUHAHCOBOrO MeHeXMeHTa B rMnHax. CaenaH BbIBOA O TOM, YTO MECTHblE (PMHAHCbI CTAHOBATCA Kak MHCTPYMEHTOM
BepucurkaLumm noTpebHOCTEN NOKanbHOM 06LWEeCTBEHHOCTU, TakK U NokasaTenem AeATEeNbHOCTU PYKOBOACTBA IMUHbI.

KnioyeBble cnoBa: MEHEOXKMEHT, (hyHaHCOBaA CaMOCTOATENBLHOCTb, ITMUHbI, TEPPUTOPHATBHOE CaMoynpaBneHue.

Introduction. Effective functioning of local government
units depends majorly on the level of management. Manage-
ment in local government is treated as an affecting process of
local government organs and administration on the manage-
ment subject in the way that the mentioned subject aims to
achieve set up aims. Management means a group of activities
made in order to bring desired process run in local government
(Grzebyk, 2012). In connection with this by management beha-
viour of people and other business entities are shaped. Further-
more management belongs to regulatory processes in which
we can list decision-making, executive and control processes.

One of the most important aspects of communities man-
agement in Poland in constant environment variability and
increasing possibilities in acquiring financial sources from
European Union funds becomes constant monitoring of finan-
cial situation of particular local government.

Communities financial analysis brings a lot of information
regarding its past and current financial standings including
financial independence and efficiency of activities. Moreover, it
allows evaluating its development possibilities (Filip, 2006).

For managerial staff important information is also data
regarding potential dangers which may effect in deterioration of
local government financial situation (Zawora, 2012; Olak, 2009).
Important factor, as highlighted by Pukala R. (2012) is the fact
of including in the management process the level of risk, which
is integral part of its functioning.

Brief Literature Review. All local entities as separate law
units are performing their own finance economy. Finance inde-
pendence can be understood as the right to charge incomes
(specified in particular acts) and their disposal to perform
defined tasks. Importance of financial independency in local
government units was highlighted in The European Card of
Local Government. This card includes the catalogue of basic as
well as model rules according to which the system of financial
economy in local communities should be shaped.

Acts about self-governments in polish law indicate that sta-
bility of incomes is the requirement of correct financial economy
because it enables to plan tasks realization in the long period of
time. Moreover, it concurs to thriftiness and saving. Financial
dependence security depends on not only own incomes, but al-
s0 unassisted forming of expenditure including investment ones.

Big impact on the shape of financial economy has the quali-
ty of finance management. Finance management is based on
making finance decision about tasks realization. Such decisions
include the ones about quality and number of goods and ser-
vices provided to local communities taking into account their
effects in particular period of time, future conditions and chan-
ging social needs (Dylewski et al., 2007; Klimovsky, 2013;
Krupa, 2011; Mizla, Pudlo, 2012; Ochotnicky et al., 2011; Szabo
et al., 2013).

Finance are essential element of management and place
important role in current and future task realization (Filip, 2005).
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Important element of the management process is financial
planning, which aims at setting goals and possibilities of their
realization. Furthermore, it is about assessing what local gov-
ernments want to achieve, how there are realizing plans, in
what time period they want to see effects. One of the features
of financial economy are the limited financial sources. In con-
nection with it efficiency of management requires such their
spending which ensures expenditures according to the public
aims and tasks. Rationalization of communities financial econo-
my means as big adjusting of possessed sources on justified
economically and socially aims as possible (Kozuch, 2003). Fi-
nancial economy has after all two aspects of importance: deter-
mines developing of different areas of local economy as well as
the level of finance presents the synthetic economy potential of
particular local entity (Arendalski, 2011).

Purpose. Analysis of financial situation of three main
groups of communities in Poland, so urban, partially urban and
rural and rural ones in 2007-2012. The analysis should provide
the answer to the question if communities in Poland are finan-
cially independent and what is their financial situation.

Methodology. Independence of local government unit can
be visible in the values of factors presenting its financial situa-
tion. Thanks to them, easier and more efficient measuring of
financial situations in communities is possible. We decided to
choose factors which, in our opinion, reflect mostly financial
situation, namely:

1. W, — the average value of total incomes per 1 communi-
ty resident in Poland. It can be counted as follows:

Wy, =D,/ L,

where D, - total income; L — number of residents in com-
munity.

The situation is good when mentioned index reaches
increasingly big values.

2. W,, — the average value of own incomes per 1 commu-
nity resident in Poland. It can be counted as follows:

Wy, =Dy, /L,

where D, — own incomes; L — number of residents in com-
munity.

As the previous index, the bigger the value during the fol-
lowing years, the better the community financial situation and
the bigger is its financial independence.

3. Wy;—own incomes compared to total communities inco-
mes in Poland (in %). It can be counted as follows:

W,; = (Dy,/ D,)*100%

where D, — own incomes; D, - total incomes.

This indicator presents how big own incomes are compared
to total incomes. The bigger the values, the better the commu-
nity financial situation and the bigger is its financial indepen-
dence.
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4. Wy, - grant-in-aid compared to total incomes of commu-
nities in Poland (in %). It can be counted as follows:

Wy, = (D, /D,)¥100%,

where D — grant-in-aid; D, - total incomes.

This factor presents how much sources come from external
funds, so subsidies for communities. The bigger the values, the
better are community financial independence.

5. W, — investment expenditure compared to total expen-
ses (in %). It can be counted as follows:

Wps = (Wy / Wp)¥100% ,

where W, — investment expenditures; W, — total expendi-
tures.

This factor indicates what part of community expenditure
are financial expenditures. The bigger the values are, the better
their financial and investment possibilities are.

This index enables to make conclusions about freedom in
husbandry of self-government financial sources. After satisfying
current local needs, governments devote the remaining for
development reasons. This means that such sources can be
easily feely disposed.

6. Wy, - self-financing index. It can be counted as follows:

Wys=[(N,+D,)/W,]*100%,

where D, - property incomes; N, — operational surplus;
W, - property expenditures.

This index present in what extend particular self-govern-
ment unit is financing investments by own incomes - so it’s
about ability to self-finance. The higher the values are, the lower
is the risk of losing financial liquidity in connection with exces-

PRODUCTIVE FORCES DEVELOPING AND REGIONAL ECONOMY

self-government estate. Moreover we can enumerate in this
category incomes from statutory regulated parts of profits
gained by off-budget economy entities and capital incomes
(Cieslak, 2010).

The value of this factor in all polish communities is presen-
ted in Table 2.

Here definitely the smallest share per 1 resident is in urban
communities, while the biggest in rural ones. It is connected
with the fat that rural communities have the biggest opportuni-
ties to possess such incomes.

Another income is showing the proportion of own incomes
to total incomes — W,,;. Own incomes are significantly important
in the community sources system, presenting its financial
strength and most of all its independence. High participation of
own incomes in total incomes has an impact on communities
development possibilities, increasing their access to external
financial sources. Such incomes are the basis of self govern-
ment financial sources and are used to finance the tasks which
acts define as «own tasks» —Table 3.

Here also a rule is visible that the biggest part of own
incomes is characteristic of urban communities (63%). By con-
trast the second place is taken by partially rural and urban and
totally rural ones. Similarly as previously, the difference in the
average between rural and partially urban and rural is not big. It
could seem that partially urban and rural communities pos-
sessing a city on their territory would be proud of better finan-
cial situation.

Big impact on financial independence and possibilities of
comfortable management has the level of subsidies in total
incomes — W, . Their amount in total incomes informs about the
level of communities dependence on external income sources

sive costs of handling indebtedness.
7. W,, — charging of total income by spending on
debt service. It can be counted as follows:

W, = [(O+R) / D,] * 100% ,

where O - interests of taken out credits and loans;
R - repayment of installments from loans and credits;
D, - total budget incomes.

This index show the level of indebtedness, so
share of expenditures in handling indebtedness which
covers interests and repayment of installments from
loans and credits, buyout of self-government loans in
total incomes. In this example the bigger the values
are, the bigger is the risk of self-government insol-
vency.

Results. From the perspective of communities’
financial independence assessing, the most synthetic
measurement is the level of budget incomes, inclu-
ding own incomes per 1 resident. Acceptable situation
is when the level of income per 1 resident increases
during the following years. The figures regarding com-
munities in Poland are presented in Table 1.

While making the analysis of this index, it is visible
that the best situation is in urban communities, and the
worst is in rural ones. However, looking at the average
value of incomes per 1 resident, it can be seen that the
difference between urban and partially urban and rural
is not significant.

The next factor showing the financial situation of
communities in Poland is the average value of own
incomes per 1 resident of community (W,,). Own
incomes consist of all incomes different that subsidies,
which have a form of communal taxes. Communal
taxes are the one that as per law are handed over to
self-government (for example property, agricultural,
inheritance or forestry tax). By own incomes also
charges and property incomes are understood. They
are the basis of financial equipment and aim at finan-
cing such tasks that law defines as own tasks (Borodo,
2007). We can classify them in several ways basing on
required criterions. Most frequently we list public impo-
sitions (charges and taxes), payments for public ser-
vices provided by local government units, incomes from

7-8(1)°2014

on which entity has limited access. The bigger the level is in the
total structure of self government, the lower would be their inde-

Tab. 1: The average value of total incomes per 1 community
resident in Poland in 2007-2012 (in PLN) - W,

Year Type of community
Partially rural and
Total Urban* u);ban Rural

2007 2725,3 3202,7 2209,9 2292,9

2008 2932,2 3404,6 2418,9 2511,8

2009 3019,6 3466,6 2510,6 2644,8

2010 3276,4 3733,5 2733,4 2922,2

2011 3444,2 3942,3 2870,1 3074,4

2012 3624,2 4199,9 2989,5 3146,9
The average 2670,3 3658,3 2622,1 2765,5

“ Urban communities cover also cities with district rights.
Source: Own research based on data received from GUS (the Main Statistical
Office of Poland)

Tab. 2: The average value of own incomes per 1 community
resident in Poland between 2007-2012 (in PLN) - W,

Partially urban
Year Total Urban* Shel );ural Rural
2007 1504,3 2074,7 1063,2 849,7
2008 1706,9 2332,8 1234,1 986,3
2009 1658,7 2258,1 1205,7 972,9
2010 1727,8 2333,1 1271,0 1048,1
2011 1828,4 2450,4 1361,7 1131,9
2012 1918,6 2552,7 14443 1212,1
The average 1724,1 2333,6 1263,3 1033,5

“ Urban communities cover also cities with district rights.
Source: Own research based on data received from GUS

Tab. 3: Own incomes compared to total communities income
in Poland (in %) - Wy,
Partially urban

Year Total Urban* and Firal Rural
2007 55,2 64,8 48,1 37,1
2008 58,2 64,5 51,0 39,3
2009 54,9 65,1 48,0 36,8
2010 52,7 62,5 46,5 35,9
2011 53,1 62,2 47,3 37,1
2012 50,4 58,5 45,5 35,8
The average 54,1 62,9 41,1 37,0

" Urban communities cover also cities with district rights.
Source: Own research based on data received from GUS
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pendence as in the income and expenditure area. Data
are presented in Table 4.

While making the analysis it can be noticed that the
biggest part of subsidies in total incomes is present in
rural communities comes (averagely almost 20%). The
best situation is in urban communities (averagely almost

Tab. 4: Subsidies in relation to total incomes of
communities in Poland (in %) - W,

1%).

The analysis of financial situation of local government

units covers also their ability to perform investments. This

indicator shows if particular community is developing

and aiming at satisfying current needs of local communi-

ties. Calculations regarding mentioned index are present-

Type of community

Year Partially urban
Total Urban* and Zural Rural
2007 14,9 11,1 19,3 20,9
2008 14,8 11,0 18,9 20,7
2009 14,4 10,9 17,9 19,4
2010 15,0 11,3 18,2 20,8
2011 13,9 10,4 17,2 19,1
2012 13,1 9,9 1671 17,7
The average 14,4 10,8 17,9 19,8

ed in Table 5.
The values of investment expenditures in total
expenses are shaping averagely on the level of 21%, so

Office of Poland)

* Urban communities cover also cities with district rights.
Source: Own research based on data received from GUS (the Main Statistical

all communities are trying to realize investments, howev-
er majority of sources are devoted to current needs
(about 80%). Worrying problem is the fact of decreasing
index values in all types of communities from 2011. It can
prove worsening economic situation and smaller possi-

Tab. 5: Investment expenditures compared to total
expenditures (in %) - W,

bility to gain financial sources for investment from

European Union.

Another index used in this article is one about self-

funding — W, (Table 6). The bigger are the values, the

lower is the risk of losing financial liquidity. On the basis

of analysis of its values it can be noticed that from 2007

it is decreasing in all types of communities. In most
cases the values are lower than 100% which is synony-
mous with the fact that communities are not only using

own sources while investing, but also taking out liabilities,
for example in banks.

The last index taken into consideration in this article
is Wy, index which allows assessing indebtedness of

self-government unit. By indebtedness we understand

burthen of incomes by all expenditures for indebtedness

handling — Table 7.

It can be seen that from 2011, factors about indebt-

edness handling are increasing in all types all communi-

ties. This means that communities are taking out credits

Type of community
Year Total Urban* Partially urban Rural
and rural
2007 19,8 18,6 17,8 18,9
2008 20,8 20,6 19,6 19,9
2009 22,1 22,4 22,0 23,0
2010 24,7 22,9 23,8 26,3
2011 21,5 20,2 22,0 23,8
2012 18,3 18,4 17,6 18,4
The average 21,2 20,5 20,5 21,7
“ Urban communities cover also cities with district rights.
Source: Own research based on data received from GUS
Tab. 6: Self-founding index - W,
Year Type of communi;y :
Partially rura
Total Urban* and u);ban Rural
2007 145,5 149,9 134,0 152,6
2008 117,3 109,1 115,5 127,3
2009 87,2 61,7 90,6 109,3
2010 63,5 66,5 60,6 63,4
2011 92,6 91,9 84,8 101,3
2012 98,6 99,8 92,5 103,5
The average 100,8 145,5 96,3 109,6

for financing various investments. It is the most visible in
investments co-financed by European Union. In such

“ Urban communities cover also cities with district rights.
Source: Own research based on data received from GUS

case, own financial contribution is needed and that is
why liabilities are formed.

Conclusions. Success of all organizations de-
pends from, among other things, efficient management,
which allows realizing marked targets. As highlighted by
Pukala R. (2012), they are aimed at achieving the con-

Tab. 7: Burdens on totals incomes by expenditures for

indebtedness handling - W,

tinuity of operations. Community management should

be effective in order to face up to social expectations.

Local governments have the sincerest possibilities to
diagnose the situation, including financial situation of

particular entity. From the one hand, by being so close

to local community’s problems, they are able to diag-

Year Type of community

Total Urban* Partially:rural Rural
and urban

2007 5,9 6,4 6,2 5,2
2008 5,2 5,8 5,5 4,4
2009 4,8 53 5,0 4,1
2010 5,6 6,1 5,9 4,9
2011 7,7 7,1 8,0 8,1
2012 9,6 8,0 10,5 10,2
The average 6,5 6,5 6,9 6,8

nose them and solve. From the other hand, they are
able in the better way to control and use popping up
possibilities and development chances. That is why
local governments play priority role in finance managing
of territorial units.

Significant element while assessing financial situation is
knowledge if the community is able to cover all its expenditures
by incomes achieved, and if the balance is on minus. Financial
situation of community impacts on all operation areas, so, it is
extremely important to assess it. Finance managing and mak-
ing decisions in this field are infeasible without solid and visible
information regarding forming of activities connected with
finance economy. Furthermore, it is essential that mentioned
information contain real shape of the activities, as well as to
make it easier to analyze them. After financial independence
assessment in Polish communities, we may conclude that
urban ones are in the best situation, while in the worst are rural
ones. Low values of assessed indices prove descending level
of income independence in Poland, as well as dependency on
government finance, so, on external sources (including those
coming from the national budget).
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“ Urban communities cover also cities with district rights.
Source: Own research based on data received from GUS

Conducted analysis proved that in 2007-2012, the financial
situation of all communities in Poland had worsened. Lower val-
ues of calculated indices demonstrate financial independence
decreasing and addiction of self-government finance to external
financial sources (credits, loans or the ones coming from the
state budget). Situation is not as bad to make serious decisions
regarding communities financing. The best situation is in the
urban communities, where the city plays important role as a
centre of decision-making and development, attracting external
financial sources.
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V MDKHAPOAHA HAYKOBO-NMPAKTUYHA KOH®EPEHLISA
«EKOHOMIKa nignpuemcTBa: Teopis i NpakTuka»

KoHdepeHuis BindyaeTbes 10 xxoBTHsA 2014 poky B
[BH3 «KniBCbKMM HaLiOHaNbHUIA EKOHOMIYHWI YHIBEPCUTET iMeHi Bagunma leTbMaHa».

OpraHizaTtopu 3axopy:
-MIHICTEPCTBO OCBITU | HAYKW YKPAIHW
-NEPXKABHUN BULLIMI HABYANBHWI 3AKIAL «KUTBCbKNIM HALIOHANBHWA EKOHOMIYHWI YHIBEPCUTET
IMEHI BAOVIMA TETbMAHA» (kacbenpa ekoHOMIKM NiAnpUeEMCTB)
-IHCTUTYT IHHOBALIIMHOIO NIAMNPUEMHULITBA KIBCEKOIO HALIIOHAIBHOIO
EKOHOMIYHOTO YHIBEPCUTETY
-HAYKOBWIA MAPK KMIBCbKOIO HALIOHAJTIBHOTO EKOHOMIYHOIO YHIBEPCUTETY
-HAYKOBO-JOCIOHVIA EKOHOMIYHUI IHCTUTYT MIHICTEPCTBA EKOHOMIYHOIO
PO3BUTKY | TOPTIBJI YKPAIHU
-HALIOHANTBHWUI IHCTUTYT CTPATETIYHMX JOCTIOXKEHb
-IHCTUTYT TPAHCHOOPMALLIT CYCMINTbCTBA
-YHIBEPCUTET HUMANITAS, m. CocHoBeub, MonbLia
-BINIbHIOCEKNI YHIBEPCUTET, M. BinbHioc, JInTsa
-BINOPYCbKWIM OEPXXABHUA EKOHOMIYHUW YHIBEPCUTET, M. Mincbk, Pecny6nika binopych
-AHTUPEMOEPCHKMI COKO3 MIAMPUEMLIB YKPAIHN

MeTa KoHpepeHLU,iT: 06roBopeHHs BYEHUMM | MPaKTMKaMM pe3ynbTaTiB HayKOBMX AOCHIAXKEHb Ta
00CBIAY (DYHKLIOHYBAHHS NIANPUEMCTB Y KOHTEKCTI NEPCNEKTUBHUX PUHKOBKX pedopM B YKpaiHi.

CockiH O.1., auvpekTop IHCTUTYTy TpaHCcGhopMaLlii, BUCTYNaTMMe Ha NieHapHOMY 3acigaHHI KOHGepeHLiT
i3 gonosiaa «Mogesnb po3BUTKY eKOHOMIKM Ta Bi3HEC-cepenoBumLLa; S10rika 3MiH B yMOBaXx
€BpPOIHTErpaLii» 1a 6yne Becti Kpyriv CTin
«EC: nepcriekT1BY Ta 3arpo3u A5 MignpUeEMCTB YKpaiHn».
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