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Theoretical and practical features of the management of communal property in accordance with the cur-
rent legislation of Ukraine are studied. The position on the need to qualitatively expand the content of the
existing principles of communal property management was supported. The author is of the opinion that
the formation of effective local self-government as part of the goal of the administrative-territorial reform
introduced in Ukraine requires, among other things, taking into account the general principles of economic
activity, including greater dispositiveness in decision-making by local governments.

Gaps have been identified within the limits set by the current legislation for the management of commus-
nally owned property in correlation with approaches to the implementation of business relations in Ukraine.

An analysis of the current legal framework governing the boundaries and procedures for decision-making
on the management of communal property revealed a lack of declarative rules that determine the prerequisites
and procedures for the transfer of communal property from the common property of territorial communities
in Ukraine. Author expressed an opinion that the existing procedure of managing objects of property rights
of territorial communities, as an element of powers of the property owner, restrains the action of the principle
of material and financial independence of local self-government enshrined in the Constitution of Ukraine.

It has been established that one of the key criteria that should be followed by entities empowered to man-
age communal property is social orientation in making any organizational and business decisions.

The idea of outsourcing as one of the most pragmatic ways to improve the efficiency of communal prop-
erty management is supported given its wide range of optimization properties. The author also noted the
possibility of delimitation of powers between local governments to manage the common property of territo-
rial communities in the context of contractual relations established on the basis of voluntary cooperation and
mutual responsibility.
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Beaos J., Hopak O. Poznopsia:keHHs KOMYHAJIbHUM MalHOM: aKTya/IbHi NPUHIIUIIN.

JlochipkeHO TeopeTHYHI Ta MPAaKTHYHI 0COOJMBOCTI YIPABIIHHI KOMYHAIBHOI BJIACHICTIO BIIIOBIJI-
HO JIO YMHHOTO 3aKOHOAaBcTBa Ykpainu. [ligTpumMaHo MO3MIIII0 MI010 HEOOX1MHOCTI SIKICHOTO PO3IIUPEHHS
3MICTY ICHYIOUHX MPUHIIMIIB YIIPABIiHHSI KOMYyHAJILHOO BIACHICTIO. ABTOP BBaXkae, 110 GopMyBaHHs e(ek-
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THUBHOTO MICIIEBOIO CAMOBPSITyBaHHsI B paMKaxX METH 3allpoBa/KEHOI B YKpaiHi aAMiHICTPaTUBHO-TEPUTOPI-
anpHOI pehopMu oTpedye, cepest IHIIOro, BpaXyBaHHs 3araJIbHAX 3acafl TOCIIOAAPCHKOT AiSUIBHOCTI, Y TOMY
qUCITi OUTBIIOT AUCTIO3UTUBHOCTI Y IPUHHATTI PillICHb.

BusiBneHo nporanuan B MeXax, BU3HAYEHUX YHHHAM 3aKOHOJABCTBOM IIOJI0 YIIPABITIHHI MalfHOM KOMY-
HAJBHOT BIACHOCTI Y CHIBBIAHOIICHHI 3 MIIX0JaMH JI0 3iICHeHHS iJIOBUX BIIHOCHH B YKpaiHi.

AHai3 YMHHOI 3aKOHOJAaBYO0{ 0a3H, II0 PETYII0E MEXKi Ta MOPSJOK NPUHHATTS PIlICHb MO0 YIPaBIIiH-
HSl KOMyHaJbHUM MaifHOM, BUSIBUB BiJICYTHICTh JEKIApAaTHBHUX IPABWII, SIKI BU3HAYAIOTH NEPEAYMOBH Ta
HOPSAAOK Nepeadi KOMyHaIBHOTO MaifHa i3 CHUIBHOI BIACHOCTI TEPUTOPiaIbHUX IpoMaj YKpaiHH. ABTOp
BHUCJIOBUB JIyMKY, III0 iCHYIOUHH OPAJOK YIIPABIiHHS 00’ €KTaMH IpaBa BIACHOCTI TEPUTOPialbHUX TPOMAJ,
SK €JIEMEHT ITOBHOBA)KCHb BJIACHUKA MaliHa, CTPUMYE Ai0 3aKpirureHoro B KoHcTuTymii npuHONIy Marepi-
anbHO-(hiHAHCOBOI CAMOCTIMHOCTI MiCIIEBOTO CAMOBPSTYBaHHS YKpaiHH.

BcTanoBiieHO, 10 OJHUM 13 KIIFOYOBHX KPHUTEPIiB, IKUM ITOBHHHI KepyBaTHCS Cy0’ €KTH, YIOBHOBAXKEHI
YIPaBISATH KOMYHAJIBHIM MaifHOM, € collianbHa CIIPSIMOBAHICTD MIPU NPUIHATTI Oyb-IKHUX OpraHizaIiiifHux
Ta rOCTIOAAPCHKHUX PIlICHb.

Inest ayTcopCHHTY SIK OHOTO 3 HAWOIIBII TPAarMaTHYHUX [IUISAX1B MMiBUIICHHS €(DEKTHBHOCTI YIPaBIiHHS
KOMYHAJIFHOIO BJIACHICTIO MATPUMYETHCS 3 OISy Ha HOTO IMMPOKUH CHEKTpP ONTHMi3aliifHUX BIaCTHBOC-
Teil. Takok aBTOp BiI3HAUUB MOXKIIMBICTH PO3ME)KYBAHHS TOBHOBAXXEHb MK OpraHaMH MiCIIEBOTO CaMOBPsI-
JTyBaHHS IIOJI0 YIIPABIIHHSI CIIJTLHIUM MaHOM TEPUTOPIaIbHUX TPOMaJ] Y KOHTEKCT1 IOTOBIPHUX BiTHOCHH,
10 BCTAHOBJIIOIOTHCS HA OCHOBI JJOOPOBUIBHOT CITIBITpalli Ta B3aEMHOT BiAMOBIAaIbHOCTI.

KuarouoBi cioBa: TeputopianbHa rpoMana, MiclieBe CaMOBPSAyBaHHSA, KOMyHaJ bHa BJIACHICTB, CITIJIbHA
KOMYHAaJIbHa BIACHICTb.

Formulation of the problem. As a result of the administrative-territorial reform initiated in Ukraine in
2015, the question arose about the future fate of the property owned by the disbanded territorial communities.
Currently in Ukraine there is no single centralized procedure for the transfer of communal property rights
between territorial communities, which would establish the basic principles for the disposal of communal
property by subjects of power.

Analysis of recent research and publications. Given the significant number of domestic scientific papers
that have studied the problems of effective management of communal property from both public and private
law point of view, a significant number of theoretical and practical features related to the procedure for deter-
mining the actual and legal fate of objects of communal property law.

The purpose of the article. The aim of the article is to study the legal aspect of relations covering the pro-
cess of disposal of communal property, as well as to determine the practical features of the implementation of
derivative powers of representative local governments as entities acting in the interests of local communities.

Presenting main material. In the context of the introduction of administrative-territorial reform in Ukraine
and the formation of new territorial communities, there is a need to resolve issues related to the future fate
of property owned by one or more disbanded territorial communities in a way that would meet the interests
of local people and the goal of reform, formed in the Concept of reforming local self-government and terri-
torial organization of power in Ukraine as “defining directions, mechanisms and deadlines for effective local
self-government and territorial organization of power to create and maintain a full living environment for
citizens, providing high quality and affordable public services. institutions of direct democracy, satisfaction
of the interests of citizens in all spheres of life in the relevant territory, coordination of the interests of the
state and territorial communities” [1].

The basis for achieving the above goals can be the general principles of governance and local government
in Ukraine, through the prism of which it is advisable to determine the principles of building effective prop-
erty management of territorial communities, in particular, greater dispositiveness for local governments in
exercising organizational and administrative powers. In particular, V. Golub, researching the experience of
foreign countries, noted that the management of property of territorial communities should be based on the
principles of:

—ensuring sufficient material infrastructure of local self-government to create a socially guaranteed
standard of living and protect its interests as a consumer of services and products of enterprises and
institutions of communal property;

—ensuring the management of communal property complex to increase its efficiency, competitiveness and
stable operation [2].
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At the same time, O.0. Voloshenko and Ye.O. Didenko, among others, set such areas for improving the
efficiency of municipal property management as:

—updating methods of municipal property management: formation of an effective system for monitoring
the processes of municipal property development, assessment and minimization of risks in management
planning, analysis of the effectiveness of strategic planning of statistical and tax data; use of outsourcing
mechanisms — transfer of performance of certain economic functions of local self-government bodies to
state (municipal) institutions or private structures with granting them the right to use municipal property;
use of real estate as an investment resource, as well as an incentive to attract investors to the economy of
the municipality, the provision of state guarantees; land plots, municipal property for the implementation
of promising investment projects;

—expanding the social orientation of the process of using municipal property. Creating conditions for
strengthening the role of business in solving social problems, the formation of a competitive environment
[3].

It should be noted that the outsourcing method is of particular practical value in the above areas, which
reduces the workload of representative local governments in terms of implementing the necessary organiza-
tional and legal procedures with which current legislation links the movement of real estate in business. This
method was implemented, in particular, by Zakarpattia, Lviv and Chernivtsi regional councils through the
establishment of separate legal entities — utilities, which were delegated the authority to manage the common
property of territorial communities of the respective regions, which in turn eliminated the sessional nature
of local government a sign that prevented the timeliness of effective business decisions. At the same time,
representative bodies of local self-government, as entities acting in the interests of the owner — the relevant
territorial communities, retain the ability to determine the main goals and strategies of communal property
management, compliance with which is a key condition for outsourced legal entities.

From the analysis of the above, it follows that one of the key criteria that should be guided by entities that
have the authority to dispose of communal property, is the social orientation in making any organizational
and economic decisions.

Currently, the transfer of communal property between territorial communities in Ukraine is carried out
in accordance with the Laws of Ukraine “On Local Self-Government in Ukraine” and “On the Transfer of
Objects of State and Communal Property”. Article 4 of the Law of Ukraine “On Local Self-Government in
Ukraine” defines material and financial independence as one of the basic principles of local self-government
[4], which is directly consistent with Article 142 of the Constitution of Ukraine, which states that the material
and financial basis of local self-government is , movable and immovable property [5]. However, some norms
are contradictory regarding the foundations of local self-government. In particular, paragraph 10 of Sec-
tion V “Final and Transitional Provisions” of the Law of Ukraine “On Local Self-Government in Ukraine”,
paragraph 2 which defines the legal regime of property transferred to communal ownership of regions and
districts as common property of territorial communities of villages, towns and cities. oblasts and rayons, as
well as the procedure for disposing of such property that falls within the competence of the owner. However,
paragraph 3 of the above paragraph establishes the imperative requirement that district and regional councils
must make a positive decision on the transfer of objects from the common property of territorial communi-
ties to the ownership of territorial communities in which such objects are located and meet only the needs of
specific territorial communities [4]. At the same time, among the prerequisites for making decisions on the
transfer of common property of territorial communities, the legislator cites only the proposal of a separate
territorial community and does not establish a procedure for determining a specific object of communal prop-
erty as one that meets the needs of one territorial community.

It should be noted that despite the fact that Article 1 of the Law of Ukraine “On Transfer of Objects of
State and Municipal Property” allows the application of this law to relations arising from the transfer of state
or municipal property of other forms of law property (including communal) by the decision of the represen-
tative bodies of local self-government [6], today such a law is insufficiently detailed for its effective use in
the relevant field. In particular, the list of communal property that may be subject to gratuitous transfer in
accordance with Article 7 of the Law of Ukraine “On Transfer of State and Communal Property” is limited, as
it contains information only about critical infrastructure or property, which was used to provide social, med-
ical and educational functions of local government. Such a list is exhaustive and leaves no room for decision
on the transfer of other, separately identified immovable property which, as is often the case in practice, has
not been used for any purpose or has not been in use for a significant period of time. direct initial appoint-
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ment is not possible. By establishing a mandatory condition for the use of gratuitously transferred property
for its original purpose, the legislator restrains the principle of material and financial independence of local
self-government, as the territorial community that received the property unconditionally undertakes to adhere
to the regime of targeted use of property. the transferred property does not meet the interests of the respec-
tive community, or the fulfillment of such a condition will involve significant budget expenditures. It is also
worth noting the existing possibility of considering relations related to the transfer of communal property in
the contractual area, in accordance with the principles of voluntariness, equality, mutual benefit and respon-
sibility established by the Law of Ukraine “On Cooperation of Territorial Communities”. This approach to
regulation allows to determine the mutual obligations of the transferring entities, which in turn can create the
necessary preconditions for the implementation of joint projects for the efficient use of communal property.

Conclusions. Based on the analysis of the theoretical and practical foundations of Ukrainian legislation
governing the disposal of communal property, it can be argued that it is necessary to supplement existing
regulations with more modern tools that can ensure compliance with the existing procedure for disposing of
communal property. principles of communal property management are in line with the latest and most flexi-
ble management methods.
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