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It is insisted that the delegation to local governments of certain powers of state executive 
bodies should not be considered as their actual release from responsibility for the improper 
performance of delegated powers. After all, these powers continue to retain their state 
signi�cance.

It is analyzed the problems of administrative responsibility, if in the process of supervising 
the executive authority determines that: the village, town, city mayor violates the Constitution 
or laws of Ukraine, the rights and freedoms of citizens; does not ensure the exercise of 
delegated powers of executive bodies; interferes with monitoring their implementation.

It is proposed to legislatively de�ne the procedures for delegating the powers of the 
state executive bodies to local authorities and improve the procedures for supervising in the 
Procedures for monitoring the implementation of delegated authorities by executive bodies 
approved by the Decree of the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine on March 9, 1999.  339.

It is proved that the problem of legal regulation of control over the implementation by local 
governments of delegated powers is relevant and requires further research in the following 
areas: creation of a procedure for conducting checks not only of legality, but also on the 
expediency of decisions of local governments adopted in pursuance of delegated powers; in 
case of non-compliance with the legislation of the adopted decision, act or omission of the local 
government body regarding the exercise of the delegated powers, provide for the possibility of 
establishing by the local administration the procedure for pre-trial (claim) settlement of the 
violations found; to supplement the Code of Administrative Justice of Ukraine with provisions 
on judicial proceedings of disputes arising from administrative contractual relations in the 
�eld of delegation of these powers; to establish clear grounds and procedure for bringing 
rural, town, city mayors as o cials of local self-government, which do not ensure the 
implementation of delegated powers of executive authorities, to administrative responsibility; 
impede the implementation of control over their implementation.

Key  words: bodies of executive power, local authorities, decentralization of executive 
power, delegation of authority, control.
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Derets V.A. Administartive law principles' of the reform of local executive authorities
The article highlights the problems of activities of local executive authorities and exam-

ines the areas of their reforming. The next stage after the reform of central executive authori-
ties should be the reform of their territorial bodies. The reform of local state administrations 
will be carried out during the decentralization reform.

Key words: local executive authorities, local state administrations, territorial bodies of 
central executive authorities, ministries, reform, decentralization of power.
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Derets V.A. Administartive law principles' of the reform of local executive authorities
Local executive authorities are local state administrations and territorial bodies of central 

executive authorities (hereinafter - CEB). In Ukraine, within the framework of the reform of 
public administration, the reform of the CEB, in the �rst instance of the ministries, is continuing. 
The next step in reforming the system of executive power should be the reform of the territorial 
bodies of the CEB. The reform of local state administrations has been planned within the 
framework of decentralization reform. Therefore, the task of the science of administrative law 
is to analyze the problems that exist in the activities of local executive authorities and to develop 
scienti�c approaches on the ways of their solution. This will contribute to the improvement of 
the functioning of not only these bodies, but also of the whole system of executive authorities, 
of which they are part.

Within the limits of its authority, the local state administration exercises executive power 
in the territory of the corresponding administrative-territorial unit, and also implements the 
powers delegated to it by the relevant council. In the context of reform on power decentralization, 
both the appointment and the organizational structure of local state administrations should be 
changed. According to experts, there should be functioning or substantially reformed local 
state administrations, or created prefectures. The functions of prefects are divided into three 
categories: 1) general management, including authority over local CEB bodies; 2) supervision 
over the activities of local self-government bodies; 3) safety and protection of the population. 
We agree with the view that the system of local government bodies should be revised, in 
particular, doubts about the expediency of the existence of district state administrations and, 
therefore, prefects at this level.

Territorial bodies of the CEBs can be currently established by both ministries and other 
CEBs. Ministries as bodies of state policy formation will not require territorial bodies. 
Territorial authorities should be in those CEBs that implement a state policy.

Consequently, the reform of public administration should also cover local executive 
authorities.
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central executive authorities, ministries, reform, decentralization of power.
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