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The article provides a comprehensive comparative analysis of the systems of administrative
justice in Germany and Ukraine, focusing on their institutional structures, procedural models, and
constitutional foundations. The study identifies that while Ukraine’s administrative judiciary,
established in 2005 following the adoption of the Code of Administrative Proceedings, was
modelled on the German system, significant practical divergences persist. Using historical,
structural, and functional analysis, as well as official statistical data for 2023-2024, the author
reveals that Ukrainian administrative courts face a substantially higher caseload and weaker
enforcement mechanisms compared to their German counterparts. The article highlights the
pivotal role of Article 19(4) of the German Basic Law in securing effective judicial protection against
administrative arbitrariness and contrasts it with Article 55 of the Constitution of Ukraine, which
lacks equivalent institutional guarantees. The research establishes that Germany’s success in
administrative adjudication stems from judicial specialisation, procedural efficiency, and developed
pre-trial mechanisms that filter disputes before litigation. In contrast, Ukraine’s challenges lie in
excessive caseloads, insufficient digitalisation, and limited pre-trial resolution mechanisms. The
author proposes specific reforms for Ukraine, including the introduction of mandatory pre-trial
review in selected categories of disputes, enhancement of judicial specialisation, strengthening of
enforcement mechanisms, and further digitalisation of court procedures. The findings contribute to
the broader discourse on harmonising Ukrainian administrative justice with European standards
and demonstrate how Germany’s experience can serve as a practical model for institutional
development, while stressing the need for adaptation to Ukraine’s legal and socio-political realities.
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Introduction. The issue of administrative justice has become increasingly important
today, as the effectiveness of judicial systems is closely connected to the strength of
democracy and the state’s ability to protect the rights of its citizens in their interactions
with public authorities. Germany has developed one of the most effective systems of
administrative justice in Europe, characterised by constitutional guarantees, a multi-tiered
court structure, and robust judicial independence. Article 19(4) of the German Basic Law
guarantees every individual the right to effective judicial protection against violations by
public authorities [1; 5, S. 17-19]. This provision has provided genuine protection of
citizens’ rights and freedoms from unlawful actions and decisions of public bodies and
their officials. As a constitutional safeguard, it forms the normative foundation for the
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functioning of the administrative justice system, ensuring access to effective legal
remedies for individuals.

In Ukraine, the institutionalisation of administrative justice began only in the early
2000 S. The adoption of the Code of Administrative Proceedings in 2005 marked a turning
point, creating specialised administrative courts and establishing the basis for an
independent mechanism of control over public administration [17]. Nevertheless,
Ukraine’s system continues to face excessive caseloads, limited resources, and the
constraints imposed by wartime conditions. A comparative analysis with Germany is thus
highly relevant, not only because the German model inspired Ukrainian reforms, but also
because the harmonisation of judicial standards remains a key element of Ukraine’s
European integration process. As noted by T. Kolomoiets and O. Agapova “the imperative
of ensuring Ukraine’s successful recovery is not only important for Ukraine itself, but also
for the European Union and all other international actors [4, P. 135].

This study applies a comparative jurisprudential methodology combining historical,
structural, and functional analysis. Primary sources include the Verwaltungsgerichtsordnung
(Code of Administrative Court Procedure), decisions of the Bundesverwaltungsgericht
(Federal Administrative Court), the Code of Administrative Proceedings of Ukraine, and
rulings of Ukraine’s Supreme Court. Secondary materials include academic monographs,
Council of Europe reports, and judicial statistics from 2023-2025. Statistical methods are
used to compare caseloads and efficiency, while the structural-functional approach
identifies institutional similarities and divergences.

Historical background. The emergence of administrative justice in Germany was the
result of profound political and legal transformations that took place in the second half of
the nineteenth century. It became possible only when the political order matured enough
to move away from absolute monarchy toward a constitutional state founded on the
principle of separation of powers. Inspired by the ideals of the French Revolution and the
writings of Montesquieu, the liberal bourgeoisie demanded that state authority be subject
to the law and that individual freedoms be protected from arbitrary interference. The
establishment of administrative courts reflected the recognition that rights could only be
meaningful if they were effectively enforceable through an independent judiciary. The idea
of judicial protection against administrative actions was first formally expressed in § 182
of the Paulskirche Constitution of 1849, which proclaimed that all legal disputes should be
decided by courts rather than administrative bodies. This marked the transition from
internal administrative review by officials to genuine judicial oversight, ensuring both
institutional and functional independence of judges [3, S. 8-9].

The establishment of administrative courts in Germany was preceded by an important
debate on whether judicial control over administrative actions should be entrusted to the
existing civil courts or assigned to a newly created, independent administrative judiciary.
The latter approach ultimately prevailed, driven by concerns that civil judges, due to their
legal training and professional background, might not adequately understand the
particularities of administrative functions. It was believed that only those familiar with the
realities of public administration could effectively guide it toward lawful conduct through
judicial oversight. At the same time, a powerful executive sought to avoid subordination
to an increasingly liberal judiciary, and the distinction between public and private law also
influenced the creation of separate procedural rules. As a result, in the second half of the
nineteenth century, a distinct system of administrative justice emerged on German
territories [3, S. 10—11].

The establishment of administrative courts varied across the German states. The first
administrative court was established in Baden in 1863, followed by Prussia and Hesse in
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1875, Wiirttemberg in 1876, Bavaria in 1878, and Saxony in 1900 [8]. The Law on the
Establishment of Administrative Courts and on Administrative Litigation Procedure of
1875 formally created this specialised system.

The continuity of administrative justice was later interrupted during the Third Reich,
when it was largely suspended, and it was absent for more than four decades in the German
Democratic Republic. Initially, the composition of the Prussian Higher Administrative
Court reflected the early belief that administrative experience was indispensable, with
judges drawn equally from the judiciary and the civil service. Although this requirement
no longer exists today, except in Bavaria, where at least two years of administrative
experience remain mandatory, the historical rationale behind it highlights the importance
of practical understanding in administrative adjudication.

Following the Second World War, the 1949 Basic Law (Grundgesetz) granted
constitutional recognition to the principle of effective legal protection through Article
19(4), which remains a cornerstone of the German rule-of-law framework. The Federal
Constitutional Court (Bundesverfassungsgericht) has interpreted this provision as
imposing a positive obligation on the state to secure meaningful access to judicial review.
Consequently, the German administrative judiciary exercises comprehensive oversight
over public administration, ranging from local regulatory matters to disputes involving
federal asylum and immigration policy [13, P. 121-126].

Administrative justice in Eastern Germany after the Second World War was
investigated by M. Kobyletskyi and N. Paslavska in their article. Administrative courts
were abolished in 1952, and it was only after the reunification of Western and Eastern
Germany that the Code of Administrative Procedure was extended to the territory of the
former German Democratic Republic [16]. German legal experts viewed the establishment
of independent administrative courts not only as a legal reform but also as a symbolic step
toward the rule of law and democratic governance [3, S. 12].

Ukraine’s trajectory has been notably distinct. During its brief period of independence
in the early 20th century, several constitutional and legislative drafts proposed the
establishment of administrative courts, including a Higher Administrative Court. However,
due to historical upheavals, these initiatives never progressed beyond the drafting stage.
Under Soviet rule, independent administrative justice did not exist; disputes with authorities
were handled by general courts, where judicial independence was minimal and cases against
the state rarely succeeded. After regaining independence in 1991, the need for specialised
institutions became evident. The adoption of the Code of Administrative Proceedings in 2005
marked the institutional birth of Ukraine’s administrative justice in its modern shape.

System of administrative courts. The contemporary system of administrative justice
in Germany operates as a three-tier structure comprising the Administrative Courts
(Verwaltungsgerichte), the Higher Administrative Courts (Oberverwaltungsgerichte or
Verwaltungsgerichtshofe, and the Federal Administrative Court (Bundesverwaltungsgericht)
as the supreme judicial authority in administrative matters.

At the first instance, 51 Administrative Courts across the federal states hear most cases
within their respective districts. These courts are organised into chambers, each typically
composed of three professional judges and two lay (honorary) judges. Less complex cases,
as well as asylum matters, are adjudicated by a single professional judge, as required by
§ 6 VwGO [12].

The Higher Administrative Courts, forming the intermediate level, are established in
each federal state, referred to as Verwaltungsgerichtshofe in Baden-Wiirttemberg, Bavaria,
and Hesse, while Berlin and Brandenburg share a joint court. These courts review appeals
on both facts and law against first-instance judgments and act as courts of first instance in
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specific matters, such as the judicial review of land-use plans and sub-legislative
regulations. Cases are usually decided by panels of three to five professional judges,
occasionally with the participation of honorary judges.

At the apex of the system stands the Federal Administrative Court
(Bundesverwaltungsgericht) in Leipzig, which primarily adjudicates appeals on points of
law to ensure the uniform interpretation of administrative law across Germany. It also
serves as a court of first and last instance in certain areas, including military and
disciplinary cases. Panels of five professional judges decide cases following oral hearings,
while decisions without hearings are made by three judges [11].

In addition to the general administrative courts, the German system of administrative
justice comprises two branches of special jurisdiction: the fiscal (Finanzgerichte) and
social (Sozialgerichte) courts. These, together with the general administrative courts,
constitute the framework of administrative justice in Germany.

The Fiscal Courts Act (Finanzgerichtsordnung) establishes a two-tier structure
comprising the fiscal courts of the Ldnder at first instance and the Federal Fiscal Court
(Bundesfinanzhof), located in Munich, as the final appellate authority. Each Land fiscal
court operates in panels (senates) composed of three professional judges and two lay
judges, though cases may also be assigned to a single judge. Fiscal courts adjudicate
disputes involving tax and customs matters as well as claims against financial authorities,
while the Federal Fiscal Court functions as a court of revision, reviewing the decisions and
rulings of the lower fiscal courts.

Another branch of special administrative jurisdiction in Germany consists of the social
courts, whose functioning is regulated by the Social Courts Act (Sozialgerichtsgesetz).
These courts resolve disputes related to social insurance, unemployment benefits, health
care, and related welfare issues. The three-tiered system includes Social Courts
(Sozialgerichte) at first instance, comprising a chamber of one professional and two lay
judges, Higher Social Courts of the Léinder (Landessozialgerichte), which may act both as
appellate and, in certain cases, first-instance courts, and finally the Federal Social Court
(Bundessozialgericht) seated in Kassel. The Federal Social Court ensures that decisions of
lower social courts conform to federal and EU law and plays a decisive role in interpreting
and unifying social jurisprudence across Germany [18, c. 191-192].

The system of administrative justice in Ukraine operates within a three-tier structure,
consisting of district administrative courts, appellate administrative courts, and the
Cassation Administrative Court within the Supreme Court. It was established by the Code
of Administrative Proceedings of Ukraine (2005), which introduced a specialised judicial
mechanism to ensure the protection of individuals’ rights from unlawful actions or
decisions of public authorities.

At the first instance, most administrative cases are heard by district administrative
courts. However, in certain categories of disputes, particularly at the local level,
administrative matters may also be considered by courts of general jurisdiction that handle
civil and criminal cases. Appellate administrative courts review both factual and legal
aspects of judgments delivered by first-instance courts, providing a mechanism for judicial
oversight and consistency in administrative adjudication. At the cassation level, the
Cassation Administrative Court functions as part of the Supreme Court, acting as the
highest judicial authority in administrative matters and ensuring the uniform interpretation
and application of administrative law.

Additionally, in specific circumstances, administrative cases may fall under the
jurisdiction of the High Anti-Corruption Court, particularly when the application of Article
4 of the Law of Ukraine “On Sanctions” is required [17].
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Jurisdiction and Procedure. The jurisdiction of administrative courts in Germany is
broadly defined in § 40 of the Verwaltungsgerichtsordnung (VwGO), granting competence
over all public law disputes not expressly assigned elsewhere. This includes challenges to
administrative acts, obligations to act, planning and police law disputes, and asylum cases
[12]. In Ukraine, the jurisdiction of administrative courts is determined by the Code of
Administrative Proceedings of Ukraine, covering disputes concerning acts, actions, or
inaction of public authorities, including electoral and public service matters as well as
access to information. Both systems aim to protect individuals from administrative
arbitrariness, though they differ procedurally. German administrative proceedings follow
the inquisitorial model, in which judges play an active role in fact-finding and the
administration bears the burden of proof [6, P.58-59]. Ukrainian administrative
proceedings, like the German model, are largely inquisitorial. Judges play an active role in
establishing the facts, and courts may independently request evidence from public
authorities. Nevertheless, certain adversarial elements remain, as the claimant bears the
initial burden of substantiating the claim.

In Germany, administrative courts continue to manage a significant and growing
workload. According to the Federal Statistical Office (Destatis), administrative courts at
all levels registered 252,684 new cases in 2024, marking an increase of approximately 12%
compared to 2023 [9]. Nearly half of these concerned asylum and migration matters, while
the remainder covered disputes in planning, environmental regulation, taxation, and public
service law. The total number of resolved cases reached 248,512, with an average case
duration of about ten and a half months, indicating a steady though resource-intensive
system of judicial oversight. These data highlight the central role of administrative justice
in maintaining legality and accountability within the German public administration [10].

In Ukraine, despite serving a smaller population, administrative courts face a
substantially higher caseload than their German counterparts. According to the official
Analysis of the State of Justice in Administrative Courts for 2024, local administrative
courts reviewed 462,731 cases and materials, representing 72% of the total cases under
consideration and marking a decline from 549,126 cases in 2023. Of these, district
administrative courts resolved 438,597 cases, with an average of 949 cases per judge,
compared to 1,139 in 2023. The appellate administrative courts registered a significant
increase, handling 157,062 cases — a 30% rise from the 123,400 cases recorded in 2023.
At the cassation level, the Administrative Cassation Court within the Supreme Court
received 52,092 cases, up 15% from 45,344 the previous year, amounting to an average of
1,271 cases per judge. These figures underscore the intense workload faced by Ukrainian
administrative judges and the systemic strain placed on judicial resources [14].

When compared to Germany, where administrative courts registered 252,684 new
cases in 2024, Ukraine’s administrative judiciary processed almost twice as many matters,
reflecting both broader access to administrative justice and persistent institutional
overburdening.

A comparative perspective shows both convergence and divergence. Ukraine adopted
the German model institutionally, yet the outcomes differ substantially. Germany’s use of
mandatory pre-trial procedures in areas such as tax and social law prevents many disputes
from reaching the courts, with significant percentages resolved administratively [7,
P. 949-950]. Ukraine’s pre-trial dispute resolution mechanisms are underdeveloped, often
leading to an excessive number of cases being brought directly before the courts. Germany,
in contrast, benefits from a higher degree of judicial specialisation, with dedicated courts
and chambers for specific areas like asylum or environmental law, allowing for deeper
expertise than is typically found in Ukraine's more generalised courts. A critical distinction
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also lies in the practical application of constitutional guarantees; while both constitutions
ensure the right to judicial protection, Germany’s framework is supported by a long-
standing judicial tradition and a vast body of case law that reinforces its effectiveness.
Ukraine's system, being much newer, is still developing the consistent institutional
practices required to fully realise its constitutional promises.

These comparative insights yield several key recommendations for the reform of
Ukraine’s administrative justice system. First, implementing effective pre-trial review
mechanisms is crucial, particularly for tax and pension disputes, which currently constitute
a disproportionate share of the judicial caseload. Second, fostering greater specialisation
among administrative judges would enhance judicial expertise and promote jurisprudential
consistency. Third, the mechanisms for enforcing administrative judgments require
significant strengthening, as unenforced decisions critically erode public trust in the
judiciary. Finally, while continued investment in judicial training and digitalisation is
essential, it is important to clarify the nature of the constitutional challenge. The goal is
not to newly entrench the right to judicial protection, a right already guaranteed by Article
55 of the Constitution of Ukraine, but rather to strengthen the institutional and procedural
frameworks that ensure this right is practically effective and consistently upheld, thereby
mirroring the substantive power of Germany's constitutional guarantees.

This agenda for reform is made more complex by the differing contexts. While
Germany continues to address challenges like case backlogs through digitalisation
initiatives such as the E-Akte (electronic case file) [2], Ukraine has made significant
progress, having established a system that now permits cases to be handled entirely in
electronic mode [15]. However, unlike Germany’s focus on refining an already stable
system, Ukraine’s judicial modernisation occurs alongside more fundamental obstacles.
These include chronic difficulties with judgment enforcement, persistent legislative
instability, and the profound impact of the ongoing war on the courts’ ability to function,
especially in occupied or frontline regions

While Ukraine has made notable progress since 2005 in building a specialised system of
administrative justice, persistent structural weaknesses and systemic overload continue to
undermine its effectiveness. In contrast, Germany, with its centuries-long tradition of
administrative adjudication, represents a mature model characterised by judicial efficiency,
procedural coherence, and strong constitutional guarantees. For Ukraine, further development
requires not mechanical replication of foreign institutions but their careful adaptation to
domestic legal, political, and social conditions. Reform priorities should focus on reducing
judicial caseloads, strengthening the independence of the judiciary, and improving access to
justice. The comparison highlights that Germany’s experience provides valuable practical
insights for advancing Ukraine’s European integration and consolidating the rule of law.
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AJIMIHICTPATUBHA IOCTULIA Y HIMEYYUHI
TA YKPAIHI: TIOPIBHAJBHUUN AHAJII3
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3AicHeHO I'pyHTOBHE MOPIBHAMNBbHE OOCNIMKEHHA CUCTEM aAMiHICTPaTUBHOMO CyAO0uYMH-
ctBa HimeuyunHn Ta YkpaiHu 3 ypaxyBaHHSM iX iCTOPUYHMX BUTOKIB, IHCTUTYLiNHOI nobyaosu,
npouecyanbHUX 3acag i KOHCTUTYLINHMX rapaHTin. MeTor JOCNIAXEHHS € BUSBMEHHSA YHHUKIB,
Lo BM3Ha4aloTb eEeKTUBHICTb HiMeubKoi Mogeni agMiHiCTpaTUBHOI HOCTULII, a TakoX 3'Acy-
BaHHA MOXNMBOCTeN 1i aganTtauil B YkpaiHi B KOHTEKCTi €BpONencbKoi iHTerpauii Ta yTBep-
[O)XXeHHS1 BepXOBeHCTBa npasa.

lMpoBegeHun aHania 3acsigyye, WO cuctema agMiHicTpaTMBHOI tocTuulii HiMevunHn €
pe3ynbTaToM TpUBanoi eBostouii, NoYnHaroun 3 gpyroi nonosuHN XIX cT. BoHa rpyHTYETbCA Ha
NpvHUMNI Noginy Bragw, Tpaauuii CyqoBOro KOHTPOIO 3a agMiHiCTpaLieo Ta KOHCTUTYLINHOMY
npunuci cT. 19(4) OcHoBHOro 3aKkoHy, SKMIM rapaHTye KOXHii ocobi npaBo Ha edeKTUBHWUI
CyAO0BWI 3axXMCT Bif NopyLueHb 3 6oky opraHiB nybniyHoi Bnagu. Lia Hopma ccpopmyBana mMiuHe
HOpMaTMBHE NiArPYHTHA ANs NoOGyA0BM He3anexHoi Ta eheKTMBHOI CUCTEMU aaMiHICTPaTUBHUX
cygiB. CyvyacHa CTpyKTypa HiMeLbKOi aAMIHICTPaTMBHOI HOCTULii OXOMMeE TpU PiBHI —
agMiHICTpPaTUBHI cyam (Verwaltungsgerichte), BULL aaMiHICTpaTUBHI cyam
(Oberverwaltungsgerichte/Verwaltungsgerichtshéfe) Ta ®epepanbHuii aaMiHiCTpaTUBHUIA cya
(Bundesverwaltungsgericht), BonoBHeHi cneuianizoBaHMMK Cy10BMMMW yCTaHOBaMU — cpiHaHCO-
BMMW Ta coujianbHuMu cygamu. lNpouecyansHa moaernb HiMevyunHu Ta YkpaiHu € iHKBi3ULINHOKO:
CYA, Bifirpae akTVWBHY poOfb y BCTaAHOBIEHHI (hakTMYHMX OOCTaBWH, a 06OB’A30K AOBedeHHS
3aKOHHOCTI pilleHHS NOKNaAeHo Ha opraH Braau.

YkpaiHa X posnoyana iHCTUTYyUioOHanisaujio agMiHICTPaTMBHOIMO CyAOYMHCTBA nuvlie Yy
2000-x pokax. MpunHaTTa Kogekcy agmiHicTpaTMBHOIO cyaovmHcTBa Ykpainn y 2005 p. 3ano-
YyaTKyBano CTBOPEHHS CrneLianisoBaHnx agMiHICTpaTUBHMX CYAIB i Hagano rpoMagaHam peanb-
HUA MEXaHi3M OCKapXXeHHSA Aii un 6e3nisnbHOCTI opraHiB Bnaau. CncrteMa agmiHicTpaTUBHUX
CyaiB B YKpaiHi Ma€ Tpu piBHi: OKPY>KHI agMiHICTpaTUBHI Cyan, anensiuinHi agMiHiCTpaTuBHI cyam
Ta KacauiiHun agminictpatnBHuiA cyn y cknagi BepxoeHoro Cyay. B pgesikux Bunagkax agmi-
HICTpaTVBHI CNpaBn MOXYTb PO3rnaAaTMca cyaamm 3aranbHoi opucaunkLii abo Bulmm aHtuko-
pynuiiHMM cyaoM (3a HasiBHOCTI niacTa., nepeabayeHux cT. 4 3akoHy YkpaiHu «Ipo caHKLUii»).

CraTucTUyHMIA aHani3 nigTBepaXye CYTTEBY Pi3HULII0 Y HABAHTAXEHHi Ha Cyau ABOX KpaiH.
3a paHumn depepanbHoro ctatucTuYHoro ynpaeniHHa HimewunHu (Destatis), y 2024 p. agMiHi-
CTpaTuBHI cyau po3rnsaHynu 252 684 HoBi cnpaBu, 3 SKMX Maike NonoBMHA cTocyBanacs
nMMTaHb HagaHHA NpuTYnKy Ta mirpauii. CepegHs TpuBanicTb po3rnsgy cnpaBu CTaHOBMNA
6nu3bko 10,5 micsuiB, wWo cBiguMTb Npo cTabinbHy, ane pecypcomicTky poboTy cyaoBOi
cuctemun. BogHodvac B YkpaiHi, 3a odiuiiium aHanisom BepxosHoro Cyay 3a 2024 pik, micueBi
agMiHicTpaTuBHI cyau po3rnsaHynu 462 731 cnpaBy i MaTepian, WO Maixe BOBIYI NepeBuLLye
HiMeLbKi NOKa3HMKW. ANensauinHi agmiHicTpaTuBHI cyam po3rnsHynu 157 062 cnpasu, a Kaca-
LinHMN agMiHicTpaTMBHUIA cyA y cknagi BepxosHoro Cyay otpumas 52 092 cnpasu — Ha 15%
GinbLue, HiX y monepeaHLOMy poui. B cepegHboOMy oouH Cyaas OKPY>KHOro aAMiHICTpaTUBHOIO
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cyay posrnsiHyB 949 cnpas, WO CBiAYMTb NPO KPUTUYHE HABaHTaXXEHHHA Ta PU3MKN 3HUXKEHHS
SIKOCTi CyJOUMHCTBA.

ABTOp 3'AcyBaB, L0 TONOBHI BiAMIHHOCTI MK HIMELBKOK Ta YKpaiHCbKOK MoAensmu
nonsaratoTb He NuLLe B PiBHI IHCTUTYLINHOrO PO3BUTKY, a 1 Y Nigxogax Ao npouecyanbHoi opra-
Hi3auii. Y HimeuyumHi edekTmBHICTb 3abe3nevyeTbCs 3aBOSKU 3anpoBagXeHHI0 060B’A3KOBMX
JocynoBux npouenyp y cdepi nogaTkoBKX i couianbHUX cnopiB, BUCOKIN cneuianisauii cyaais i
PO3BMHEHI CUCTEMI eneKTpoHHoro cyaounHeTea (E-Akte). B YkpaiHi > gjocyoBe BperyntoBaH-
HA Mae bakynbTaTUBHUIA XapakTep, Lo NpU3BOAUTb OO HAaAMIPHOrO HABaHTAXEHHS Ha CyaMu.
Kpim Toro, 3anuwaeTtbcst npobnemoto cnabke BUKOHaAHHA CyAOBUX pilleHb, YacTi 3MiHW 3aKOHO-
AaBcTBa Ta 0bMexeHHs PYHKLIOHYBaHHSA CyaiB Y NPUGPOHTOBUX perioHax y 3B’A3Ky 3 BiHOIO.

Y pesynbTaTi OCHiAXEeHHS aBTOPOM 06rpyHTOBaHO, LU0 NoAanbLUniA pO3BUTOK aaMiHICTpa-
TMBHOI tOCTULIT B YKpaiHi Mae BiabyBaTucsa wnaxom aganTtadii, @ He MexaHiYHOro KonitoBaHHS
HiMEeLbKMX iIHCTUTYLiN. 3anponoHOBaHO KOHKPETHI HanpsiMu pedopm: 3anpoBageHHst 060B’s3-
KOBMX OOCYAOBMX Npoueayp y TUMOBUX KaTeropisix crnopiB (mogaTkoBWX, NEHCINHUX, couianb-
HKX), nornubneHHs cneuianizauii cyaais, po3LWMPEHHSA eNeKTPOHHOIro CyJ0YMHCTBa Ta Mocu-
NEeHHA MexaHi3MiB BUKOHAHHA pilleHb aaMiHiCTpaTUBHUX cyaiB. Taki KPOKM CNpUSATUMYTb He
nvLie 3MEHLLEHHI0 HaBaHTaXXEHHSA Ha cyau, a W NiABWLLEHHIO JOBIpW rpOMafsiH 4O CUCTEMM
npaBocyaas.

OTOX pocnigXeHHst AOBOAMUT, L0, NOMPU 3HaYHI JOCATHEHHS Y hopMyBaHHI crevjianiso-
BaHOi CUCTEMW aaMiHICTPaTUBHOIO Cy4O4YMHCTBA, YKpaiHa NpogoBXye CTMKaTucs 3 rmnboknumm
CTPYKTYpPHMMM npobnemamu, Toai sk HimeyunHa geMoHcTpye 3piny, ctabinbHy Ta edekTuBHY
MoAenb CyA0OBOro KOHTpOnio 3a nybnivyHow agmiHicTpauieto. OTpumaHi pesynbtaTv mMarwTb i
TEOpeTnYHe, | NpPaKkTUYHEe 3HaYeHHs, a[ke OKPECTb MOXIUBI HanpsMu MogepHisauii
YKpaiHCbKOi agMiHICTpaTUBHOI OCTULT BiANOBIAHO OO €BPOMNENCLKMX CTAHAAPTIB Ta NPUHLMNIB
BEPXOBEHCTBA Npaea.

Knoyosi crnoea: apgmiHicTpatMBHa tocTuuisa, HimevuuHa, YkpaiHa, cygoBa pedopma,
agMiHiCTpaTUBHI Cyau, NOPIBHANbHE MpaBo, EBPONENCbKa iHTerpauis, nybniyHa agmMiHicTpadis.
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