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Bikulov D. Budgetary System Reforms as a Basis of Stable State Development
This article analyzes the key problems of the budgetary system of Ukraine and the search ways

of their decisions.
Analyzed the draft State Budget of Ukraine for 2014 as compared to the state budget for 2013.

Deductible analyzes, the Accounting Chamber of Ukraine on the project and the criticisms that
have been made on this subject. The content of the project has been adapted to modern realities
and problems of the state, arising from the revolutionary change of power in Ukraine and Russian
aggression. There was a need to optimize tight budget expenditures and the search for new
sources of revenue.

The main causes of the budget deficit and, consequently, the direction of optimization of budg-
etary relations. Among the specific reasons, play a special role: the deficit of the Pension Fund as
the main problem of Ukrainian budget, to overcome which consumes about a quarter of the state
treasury; compensation cost of the product state-owned enterprises of the coal industry; compen-
sation cost for primary energy supplier, arising due to low tariffs and non-payment of the final con-
sumer. Also identified an inefficient system of public procurement as a reason of budgetary non-
efficiency.

Key words: budget, finances, local administration, public administration, dotation, subvention,
transfer.


