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Being based on the conducted analysis, an author grounds the idea of
introduction of legalization of shadow market as to the mechanism of government
control of financial resources of the system of health protection. He proves that
legalization of shadow market of medical services can be used as a “bridge” between
by the hierarchical construction of the health care systems and by the market
mechanisms of her development.

 :  ,   ,
   .

        , 
       ’ . 
  ’ ,     ,  ,

  ,     ,    
 [2; 7; 10].     ,   
  ,      

         
 ’     [2].

 ,      
 ’        

 ,  -     
     ,  
    ’ .     

         
   ’ ,     

       
    .    
     ’  
      

[  ]. ,        



    . – . 3 (30)

2

   .   
        
    ’ .
        

 [  ].   ,    
 [1]         ’

        [9]. 
       

 ’  –        
         

 (  ,     ) [2; 5]. 
  80 %   ,   ,   
,  20 %    .   

   2-3 %        .
      ,  

  ,    ’   . 
   ,    ’   
        [4; 7]. , 

 ,   ’  , ,  
,  .  ,    ’

“ ”     [7; 10]. ,   1996 . 
    ’    80 %,    66,4 %

 2000 . [4].           
  ,     ,   
 ,   48 %.   

,  5  (1996 – 2000 .)      
18,3  30,2 %,        2000 .  51 %. 
           

       ’   
    (51  49 % ) [14].  

,         
 ’   10 – 15  ,     [10].

        
 ’       ’  

 ,       ’ .  -
 ,    ,   

   .       
       
’ .         
  [7].         
   ’ .     

  [8].      ,     
      ’     [7].

        [7; 8; 12]. 



      

3

   ,     ,
        [7;

8; 14].       ’   ,  
         
    ’ ,   
        -

-   .     
   -     

       [3; 13].
    ,      
  [13].          , 

        ,  , ,
   ’  [7].   
       

  ’ ,  ,      
        
 ,     ’   

 [2].
,       

’         
       .  
          
 .
 ,        

  ’ ,   ,     
 ’   -   –  , 
         

      ’ .
          
       
     ’ .
         

  ,        
 ’      .  
     ’     

  ,    .   ,   ’
    ’ . ,    ,

  ,      
   ’       .

       -
 ,       : 
 ,      ,   
       .  
      .   



    . – . 3 (30)

4

  – .       ,
      ’ ,  

.   “ - -   ”,
   ,      , 

 ,   .    
   .      
        .
     .  , 

,    [8; 11]. ,   
      
 .    ,  80 %  

      ,  
,    [4].  ,

   .    
    .    
 ’         
 [6],        80 % . 

   .      
       , 
       

 ’         
.

       
        

  .    
  ,    [9].    

    ,  ’  ,  “ ” 
 “ ”.  ,     ,  ,  
   .     . 

         
   –   .      

   : “... ,    
  ,  ,    
   ,   ” [9].   
    ,   .   , 

 ,    “ ”,   .
    ,     

     .    ’  , 
 ,  :     
 .
      
       [3].  

    ,     
[3; 11].        



      

5

        
.       P>MR [3].
       ,

      . 
   ’   ,  
     [3; 11].   ’  ,
   ,      

 .     = ,  
 P>MR [3].    

   .     
  [  ].     , , 
  .

     ’  
 ,       . 
 .    –  [3; 11].  – 

’  ,     -  ’  
   .      

        . 
      ,   

    . - ,  ’    
  . - ,  –   
    ’ ,   

        
  .
    ,    
  [7; 11],  :   .  
    -  .

       . 
        . 
       ,   
   .
     ,     

         
 .    ,   ,
    ’     ’  
        
   .     , 
 ,     ,   
       .   ,

   ,    .  , 
         0,04 

[6].   ,       
 ,  11   .       

  14,5  [12]. ,      



    . – . 3 (30)

6

  148,5 .   0,54        5  
 .       

,     ,  
   .    

  ,        
     .    
       .  

        .  
       

,      “ ”.     
,         ,

,      .     
 ,    ,  „  
       ,  

   1:3,      1:5 – 1:7” [10],    
 . - ,  ,      33
   23.02.2000 .,       

 [6]. - ,     ,    
   .        
   [5].     

        
  . ,     
,   .
         

  .  ,   
  ,     

 [10],  ,    , 
.       . 
       . 

 , ’     ,
     ,   

.
 ,        ,

       . 
  ,       
     ,  

    : ,   .
      

       ’   
         

 .
 ,   ,  .    

      , 
      .   



      

7

    ,   
 ,    .   

   .       
  ’    , , ’  

,     ’  .
   .    ,  
    .   ,   
   ,     
  ,    .    

    ,    . 
         ,

 .      
  , ’      .

  ,        
  ’      .  

  ,    “ - - ”  
,       .   
 ,       .

       
.        
 ,    .  ,  

     .   
     ,    

  ,       .
    ,  ,   

   ,    ,      
,          

 .   ,     
      

   ’ ,       
  ,     ,   
     .   
       
   ,  

 ,       
 –          .
 ,  ,  ’    

         
      ’  

 “ ”        ’
      ,  

  .   , 
   ,       
   ,  ,   



    . – . 3 (30)

8

     ’ .
         
         
  –  .    , 
 ,   ,     ,
   ,    

   .   ’   
  -  .      
 .          
   ,     .
     ,   
     -  , ’  

 -  .   
     ,    ,
       .    

       ,  
   .    

          .
:

1.   :   ’     
28  1996 . – . : , 2004. – 15 .

2.  . .     ’
 / . .  //      : . .

. – . : -    “ ”, 2009. – . 2 (25). – . 187–191.
3.  .     / . . – . : ,
 , 1990. – 156 .

4.  . .     -  
  / . .  //    

: . . . – . : -    “ ”, 2008. – . 1 (33). – . 221–228.
5.   . – . : , 2004 – . 10–16.
6.  -     

. – ., 2005. – 184 .
7.  . .       ’  /

. .  //  . – ., 2006. –  3. – . 17–24.
8.  . .   :    : [ ] /

. . . – . :  “  ”, 2006. – 329 .
9.  . .      / . . . –

., 2006. – 223 .
10.    ’    

   : “      ’
        ’ ” // 

-     ’ , 2005. –  7 (54). – . 115–121.
11.  . .    / . . . – . : ,

2003. – 539 .



      

9

12.        
-  . – ., 2003. – 356 .

13.  . .   / . . . – . : 
“  “ ”, – 2010. – 381 .

14.  . .      / . . . –
  . – 2002. –  9. – . 80–87.

   29.06.2010 .


