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INDEXES OF EVALUATION OF TAX ADMINISTRATION  
SYSTEM IN UKRAINE 

 Paslavska R., PhD in Econ.Sc. 
Lviv national university named after Ivan Franko  

Any system including tax administration system focuses on the achievement of certain 
results and efficiency. The aim of this research paper is determination indexes that 
help to estimate the efficiency and effectiveness of functioning of the tax 
administration system in Ukraine. In the article the author's understanding of the 
concepts of efficiency and effectiveness of the tax administration system is stated. 
Directions of increasing fiscal efficiency of the administration system of tax payments 
in  Ukraine  are  suggested.  Factors  of  efficiency  of  tax  administration   system  are  
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determined in the article. The indexes of implementation of the plan of tax revenues to 
the State Budget of Ukraine for 2004-2015 years are calculated and analyzed. World 
experience of evaluating the effectiveness of tax administration is considered. The 
complex system of indexes of estimation of tax administration system in Ukraine, that 
takes into account its quantitative and quality parameters, is offered. 
 
Keywords: tax administration system, efficiency, effectiveness, tax revenues, state 
budget, the costs of tax administration, the tax gap, fiscal authorities, taxpayers. 
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      2004-2015 .  

   . 1. 
     ,   
       

    ,   
    .  

 ,       
   ,   

      ,  , 
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, ,         
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 1 -        

   2004-2015 . 
   -

,   
  , 

  

  
 , 
  

   
   

  , 
% 

2004 44 853,5 44 352,1 101,13 
2005 74 476,4 74 879,1 99,46 
2006 94 811,5 91 460,1 103,66 
2007 116 670,8 115 357,4 101,14 
2008 167 883,4 170 890,8 98,24 
2009 148 915,6 175 476,2 84,86 
2010 166 872,2 202 957,5 82,22 
2011 261 605 256 967,04 101,8 
2012 274 715,1 311 111,03 88,3 
2013 266 753 282 461,9 94,44 
2014 280 178,3 299 588,9 93,52 
2015 367 922 409 970,9 89,74 
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