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Novosyad V. V. Municipal systems of the Republic of Belarus and Ukraine:

systemic-structural analysis

The article is dedicated to systematic and structural analysis of the effectiveness of

municipal systems of the Republic of Belarus and Ukraine. It is proved that the current



practice of public administration, including the municipality development, badly needs

scientifically based, objective and complete information on the development and

functioning of municipal systems, their interrelations, and tendencies of municipal

development in the regional and global scales.

Key words: comparative method, comparative studies, public administration,

municipality systems.
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