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Abstract: The paper aims to analyze different dimensions of the state governance’s decentralization in
EU and the role of fiscal decentralization in this process. The empirical analysis focuses on the
relationship between fiscal decentralization and economic growth in the EU (27). The regression
results support the conventional understanding among scientists and politicians for positive influence of
the fiscal decentralization on economic growth.

Key words: fiscal decentralization, local expenditures, local revenue, economic growth

1. BbBeaeHue Ha nybnuyHM pasxogn Ha [AeueHTpa-

MNocnegHute AaOBe gecetuneTus  OT nuanpaHo (MecTHO) HMBO fa AoBeae [0 Mo-
CblUECTBYBaHETO M pa3BuTMETO Ha EBpo- ronsiMa eqpeKkTMBHOCT B NPeoCTaBAHETO Ha
NMEeNCKNst Cblo3 Ce XapakTepusmpaT C SCHO nyénuyHn Gnara, BCreAcTBME Ha OT4UTa-
u3paseH CTpeMex B CbBMECTHUTE Aewn- HEeToO Ha MeCTHUTe ocobeHocTU. A ToBa J0-
CTBUS HA BCUYKM CTPAHU - YNEHKM 3a 3acur- npuHacs 3a noBMLLABAHETO Ha LSANOCTHOTO
BaHe [eLeHTpanu3auuara Ha ObpXKaBHOTO coumarnHo - MKOHOMUYECKO Pa3BUTUE, KaKTO
um ynpasneHue. igeata e ga 6bae cb3ga- N 3a NO-BMCOKa CTEMNeH Ha ynpasreHue Ha
JeHa TakaBa opraHuMsauus Ha feueHTpa- WKOHOMMYECKNS PacTeX M 3acunBaHe Hero-

nn3npaHna mopaen, KOATO Aa cbaencTea BaTa yCTOﬁ‘-IMBOCT B pamMKuTe Ha onpe-
MakcMMarnHoO 3a noBullaBaHe CTeneHTa Ha geneHara Teputopua.

e(t)eKTMBHOCT Ha UANOCTHUA YynpaBliEeHCKU »,OCHOBHUAT MKOHOMWYECKN O0BO4 B
npouec. ToBa cneasa ga MMa kaTto pesyn- nogKpena Ha Ct)MHaHCOBaTa AeueHTpa-
TaT MakCuMMusnpaHe Ha e(*)eKTMTe N Bb3- nn3auma ce onupa Ha e gonvrealiy ce
pencTeusaTa ot CTpaHa Ha npasuTten-creaTta [onyckaHuA: 1) peueHTpanmsaundaTta  uwe
BBbpXy coumnanHo - MKOHOMUYECKUTE MnpoLe- noBuln  UKOHOMUYECKaTa e('.beKTMBHOCT,
Ch no MecTa. an/l Te3n yCcnoBudA ObpixKa- Tbi KaTo B pe3ynTtaT Ha MHCbOpMaLlMOHHOTO
BUTE Ca B CbCTOAHME C OrpaHun4veHun pas- Chn npeunmyLiecTtso MeCTHUTE BIlactn ce
Xoanm pda nocturat 3alrioXeHuTe B KOH- no3numnoHunpaT no—/:l.o6pe OT HauMOHalHOTO
KPETHUTE CU NONMUTUKN UeneBn HUBa Ha npaBuUTENICTBO B NpeaocTtaBAHETO Ha ny6—
nokasartenute, Xapakrepusupailimu couunan- NNYHK ycnyru, n 2) MOOMNHOCTTa Ha Hace-

HO-UKOHOMWUYECKOTO CbCTOSIHME Ha AafdeHa | INEeHUeTo M CbpPeBHOBAHWETO MeXdy MecCT-
TepuTopuanHa eguHnLa Wunu ctpaHa karto HUTEe BRacTM 3a MpefoCTaBAHETO Ha
usano. NyGnWYHM YCNyrM e OCUTypu CbOoTBET-

OT Ta3u rnegHa Touka, 61U cnedBano Aa | CTBME Ha MpeAnoYuTaHusTa Ha MecTHUTe
Ce O4YaKBa ynpaxHsIBaHETO Ha onpeneneHu
MPUXO4HW NPaBOMOLLMS U W3BbLPLLIBAHETO
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OOLLHOCTM M MECTHUTE OpraHM Ha camo-
ynpaBJ'leHme.”1

Bcunyko TOBa Hamupa uM3pa3 B OCb3-
HaTtaTa HeobXoAUMOCT B NaHEeBPOMENCKU
Mawab oT CbBMECTHW (HagHauMOHamnHW)
OencTBnst  3a 3acunBaHe AeleHTpanu-
3auuaTa B YNpaBnNeHNETO Ha ObpXKaBuTe OT
O6LwHocTTa. Bemykn npaBHM akToBE U UHK-
umaTMBM B Ta3n Hacoka cneuunanHo BHUMa-
HWe ce oTAens Ha oMHaHcoBaTa AeueHTpa-
nu3auna, KoAaTo € HeobXxoanMmMOoTO ycroBue
3a camoynpaBfneHneTo B UM3rpageHuTe
eouHMLUM U e(PEeKTUBHOTO M3MNbIHEHME Ha
npegocTaBeHMTe NPaBoOMOLLMS B MOMAUTU-
yeckaTa M agMUHUCTpaTMBHaTa cdepa.

Hsikon aBTopm2 oTbensseart, Ye Tbil KaTo
HAMa yHuMuMpaH mMopen 3a pasnpen-
ensiHe Ha (OyHKUMMTE B NYONUYHMA CeKTop,
OCHOBHOTO M3WCKBaHe e pJda Obae ocur-
ypeHa sicHoTa M CTabunHOCT Mpu onpege-
NAHETO Ha pas3xOo4HW OTFOBOPHOCTM Ha
MecCTHUTe BnacTtu. CbLLOTO BaXW B He MO-
Manka CcTeneH 3a NpUXogHUTE NpPaBOMO-
wua. Te m3TbKBaT, 4Ye nuncarta Ha sICEH
MeXaHM3bM 3a pasnpedeneHueTo  Ha
DyHKUMMTE B NyBnMYHMA cekTop BoAu A0
WHCTUTYLMOHaNHa HecTabunHocT, Heedek-
TMBHO OCUrypsiBAQHE Ha HaceneHueTo ¢
nyénunyHu Gnara unum NPon3BoACTBO Ha Mo-
Manko oT HeobxooMMOTO KonmnyecTBo Bna-
ra, KOeTo ce norny4yaesa B pe3ynTaTr Ha Mo-
CTaBsiHe Ha MPOM3BOACTBOTO Ha NyoGnu4yHu
Onara B 3aBUCMMOCT OT HanuyHuTe puHaH-
COBU pECypCn Ha BCHAKO paBHULLE Ha
yrnpaerneHme, BMECTO B 3aBMCUMOCT OT
ny6nu4Hus nsbop.

ETo 3awo peauua MKOHOMMUCTM 3anoy-
BaT Aa m3cnensaT no emMnupuyeH nNbT OT-
HOLLEHMETO Mexay duckanHaTa geueHTpa-
nun3aumnsa 1 MKOHOMUYECKUS pacTex. Tpu ca
NPUYMHUTE, KOWUTO nNPaBAT Ta3u Bpb3ka
0bekT Ha aHanus: 1) pacTexbT Ce cxBalla
KaTo Uuen Ha dwuckanHata JeueHTpa-
nu3aumnsa n edeKkTMBHOCTTa B pasnpene-
NEeHNEeTo Ha pecypcute B Ny6nuyHuA

' Davoodi, H. and H. Zou (1998), “Fiscal

Decentralization and Economic Growth — A Cross-

Country Study”,

Journal of Urban Economics 43, 244-57, cTp. 244
Crtounoea [., duHaHcOoBa [AelleHTpanusauus B

Bwvnrapus, Codumsa 2010, cTp. 64
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CeKTop; 2) peavua npaBuTENcTBa M3pass-
BaT HaMepeHne Aa Bb3npuemar MofUTUKK,
KOUTO BOOAT OO YCTOMYMBO HapacTBaHe B
4OoX0oQa Ha 4oBeK OT HaceneHueTo; n 3)
0OXOA4bT Ha YOBEK OT HaceneHueTo e Mo-
neceH 3a usMepBaHe U MHTepnpeTupaHe B
CpaBHeHMe C Apyrute nokasatenu 3a
MKOHOMWYECKN pe3ynTaT.

WM Taka, oT ocobeHa BaXHOCT e ga ce
n3Mepu Bb3AENCTBUETO, KOETO (QUHAHCO-
BaTa [JeleHTpanusaums oka3Ba BbpXY
MKOHOMWYECKOTO pa3BUTUE HA CTPaHUTE OT
EC. B cnyyaqa kato 3a 6asa 6u cnegano
Ja ce Bb3npveme HapacTBaHETO Ha OpyT-
HMS BbTPELEeH MpOAYKT, peanuavpaHo
BCMeACTBME HA MOBMLIEHATa egeKTUBHOCT
B NyGNUYHMA CEKTOP, KOATO, OT CBOSA CTpa-
Ha, JOMpuHaca 3a HapacTBaHe Ha Haumo-
HanHo cTonaHckata edekTMBHOCT. ToBa
MOXe [a ce OCbLIeCTBU MOCPeaCcCTBOM
MeTo[osorMsiTa Ha PErpecUoHHNS aHanms.

2. KoHuenTtyanHa pamka

CwbrnacHo I51:po4 nponsBoacTBeHaTa
yHKUMA MMa [OBe BXOOHU YacTHuSA
kKanutan u nyénuyHute pasxoawn. Mupeute
eMMNUPUYHM U3creaBaHns BbpXy Bpb3kaTa
Ha cuckanHata geueHTpanusaumss U UKo-
HOMMWYECKMS pacTeX Ce OTKMOoHsBaT OT
mogena Ha bapo, kaTo ce npaBu gonyc-
KaHeTo, 4e nybnuyHuTe pasxoau ca
M3BbPLUEHN Ha TpU HMBa — dhepeparHo,
wacTcko (MpOBUHLMANHO) U MECTHO. AKO K
€ YacCTHMTE KanuTanoBu HaNU4HOCTU, ¢
KOHconuaupaHuTe ObpXKaBHW pasxoan, f
denepanHuTe NpPaBUTENCTBEHN pasxoau, S
wartckute (NPOBMHLMANHUTE) MpaBUTENCT-
BEHW pasxogmn u | pasxogute Ha MeCTHUTE
BNacTu, BCUYKM U3MepeHn Ha 6asa 4voBek
OT HaceneHueTo, TO:

8 Zhang, T. and H. Zou (2001), “The growth impact of
intersectoral and intergovernmental allocation of public
expenditure: With applications to China and India”,
China Economic Review 12(1), pp. 58-81. cTp.60
* Barro R., Government spending in a simple model of
endogenous growth, Journal of Political Economy, 98,
S103- S125 1990

Davoodi.H, Zou.H, Fiscal decentralization and
economic growth: A cross-country study, Journal of
Urban
Economics 43 (1998) 244-257



(1) g=f+s+]

CobrnacHo npousBoacTBeHaTa (OyHKUUS
Ha Ko606 — [Jbrnac, k € HUBOTO Ha YacTHUTE
KanutanoBWM HanuW4yHOCTM, KOETO MOXe [Aa
6bde CxBaHATO KaTO MsipKka Ha YOBELLKN U
dusmdeckn kanutan. Taka ce nonyyasa
dopmynara:

(2)y=kKTfFs

KbOETO ¥y € Npou3BedeHUst NPOAYKT Ha
YyoBek OT HaceneHuneto,a1>a>0;1> (>
0;1>y>0;1>w>0una+p+y+w=1.
Mo HaTaTbWHOTO pa3BUTUE Ha
€HAOreHHNs Mogen gocTura 4o U3Boaa, ve
B AbMrOCpodMeH nnaH Hopmarta Ha
HapacTBaHe Ha Npou3BeXaaHns NPOAYKT Ha
YOBEK OT HaceneHueto € yHKUMA Ha
JaHbyHaTa CTaBka M [erna Ha pasxoauTe,

M3BLPWEHM OT pasnuuHMTe HMBa B
CTpyKTypaTa Ha AbpXKaBHO YMpaBrieHue .
Toea copmupa ocHoBata 3a Mo-

HaTaTbILIHOTO eMUPWUYHO Wu3credBaHe Ha
Bpb3kaTa Mexay (uckanHata AeueHTpa-
nn3aumst 1 MKOHOMUYECKUS PacTex.

3. EMnupuyeH aHanu3s

3.1 Cneuundbmkauma Ha perpecuoHHUs
moaen

B npeobnapaeaiuarta yact oT emMnupuy-
HWUTe uscnegBaHUs BbpXy TOBa OTHOLLUEHUE
ce usnonsea MeToda Ha MHOXeCcTBeHaTa
NUHeNHa perpecus. YpaBHEHMETO, C KOETO
ce wuspassiBa 3aBMCMMOCTTa Mexay pac-
Texa Ha BBl u dwuckanHata geueHTpa-
nusaumns, uma cnegHus sua;

(3) yit = by + b20; + bsTy +b X + &

KbAETO: y € HopMaTa Ha HapacTBaHe Ha
BBl 3a Bcska cTpaHa W roauHa, 6
nameputen 3a duckanHa geueHTpanu-
3aLuMs 3a BCsKa CTpaHa U roguHa (B criyyas
3a M3MepuTen Ha duckanHa peueHTpanu-
3auuMa e Bb3NPUET Aena Ha pasxoguTte Ha

' Davoodi H., D. Xie, and H. Zou, “Fiscal

Decentralization and Economic Growth in the United
States,” Mimeo, Policy Research Department, World
Bank 1995
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MECTHUTEe BMNacTM OT KOHconuaupaHuTe
GlooKeTHU pasxoau), T; nNpuxoguTe Ha
MECTHWUTEe BracTu, NpeacTtaBeHn kaTto npo-
ueHT ot BEBI 3a Bcaka ctpaHa u rogunHa, X
BKMIOYBa 3a BCsika CTpaHa W roguHa: 1)
WHBECTULUMUTE Ha YacTHWUS CekTop, npen-
cTaBeHu kato asan ot BBI, 2) npoueHT Ha
WH(pnauuata, 3) NPoUEHT Ha HapacTBaHe
UNn HamaneHwe Ha HaceneHueTo. [lapa-
MeTpUTE Ha PErpecMoHHOTO ypaBHEHMWe ca:
by, by, bs, bs C & e o0b603Ha4YeH
KOMMOHEHTbT Ha pPEerpecuoHHOTO ypas-
HeHue, oOTpassBauw, "Wwyma B cuctemarta",
rpewknTe B pasnpegeneHneTo Ha cny-
YarHWTE BENUYMHMW, a CbLLO M AENCTBUETO
Ha HeoTyeTeHUTe akTopu, KOUTO wumar
OTHOLWUEHME  KbM N3MEeHEHNeTo Ha
3aBuCMMaTa NpoMeHnNuBea.

M3TOYHUKLT Ha [daHHUTE 3a MNoCTpo-
siBQHe Ha naHena, KOWTO e M3Mnon3BaH npu
N34YUCIIEHNETO Ha napameTpuTe Ha perpe-
CUOHHOTO ypaBHeHWe e EBpocTar.

3.2 Pesyntatu OT MPUINOXEHUETO Ha
perpecuoHHus moaen

Pesyntatute OT u34ucneHudATa Ha
napameTpuTe Ha PerpecuoHHOTO YypaBHe-
Hue 3a nepuoga 2000 - 2010 r. ca cuctema-
TM3MpaHn B Tabnuua 1, B KOATO ca npea-

CTaBeHM nNeT Mopena, MoyvyeHu upes
nocnegoBaTenHo U3KIoYBaHe Ha
NpeauKTopu.

BuaHo ot pesynTtatute oT TecToBeTe 3a
afeKkBaTHOCT e, Ye MOAEnbT € ajdeKBaTeH
Ha AaHHWUTEe, HO OBACHUTENHaTa My cuna He
€ BMCOKA, KOeTo Cce [Ab/kKM  Ha
06CTOATENCTBOTO, Y€ BbpXy pacTexa Ha
OpyTHMS  BbTpelleH NpoaykT — okassaT
BIMSIHUE MHOXECTBO (aKTOpW - KaKTo
€HIOOreHHN, Taka W EK30reHHW, KOUTO B
marsika CTeneH ce nogasat Ha u3MepBaHe U
oTyMTaHe B perpecuoHeH moaen. Takuea ca
BIUSIHUETO Ha Hay4YHO-TEXHUYECKUs
nporpec, rnoGanusaumsiTa,
CUHXpOHM3aUMATa Ha OW3HeC UMKbna B
pesynTaT Ha eBporeickata MHTerpauus u

ap.



Ta6bnuua 1. MNapameTpu Ha perpecCUOHHOTO ypaBHeHue 3a nepuoaa 2000 - 2010 r.

MpepukTop Mopen 1 Mopen 2 Mopen 3 Mopen 4 Mopen 5
-5.470437 -5.780847 -5.308565 -5.331871 1.172372
(KoHcTaHTa) (-3.476024) (-3.690778) (-3.395172)| (-3.365572) (1.862113)
Pa3xoau Ha MecTHUTe 0.201594 0.249299 0.221174 0.244177 0.397659
Bnactu kbM KOP(%) (2.213068) (2.929389) (2.610605) (2.872612) (4.728121)
Mpuxopute MecTHUTe -0.387684 -0.465646 -0.421515 -0.472087 -0.781907
BnacTtu ot BBI1 (%) (-2.283333) (-2.883605) (-2.608553)| (-2.921451) (-4.954245)
MHBecTULUMM YacTHUA 0.371685 0.337139 0.343569 0.370417
cekTop/BBI (%) (4.313010) (4.057548) (4.090511) (4.412598)
MoauWHO n3MeHeHune 0.164052 0.186132 0.143076
Ha MHdnauusaTa (%) (2.114182) (2.436179) (1.942954)
HapactBaHe Ha 1.064393 0.768702
HaceneHueTo (%) (2.302414) (1.852872)
YneHcTBO BLB -1.016090
EBpo3oHaTa (-1.420978)
R-squared 0.375578 0.363094 0.363094 0.317528 0.189755
Adjusted R-squared 0.338483 0.331873 0.331873 0.297842 0.174322
S.E. of regression 2.649883 2.663089 2.663089 2.730071 2.960478
Sum squared resid 709.2100 723.3885 723.3885 775.1418 920.2649
Log likelihood -254.8745 -255.9434 -255.9434 -259.6748 -268.9420
Durbin-Watson stat 1.817403 1.804151 1.804151 1.906860 2.201734
Mean dependent var 2.249537 2.249537 2.249537 2.249537 2.249537
S.D. dependent var 3.258039 3.258039 3.258039 3.258039 3.258039
Akaike info criterion 4.849527 4.850803 4.850803 4.882866 5.035963
Schwarz criterion 5.023369 4.999811 4.999811 4.982204 5.110467
F-statistic 10.12492 11.62986 11.62986 16.12908 12.29521
Prob(F-statistic) 0.000000 0.000000 0.000000 0.000000 0.000016

basupaiikn ce Ha pesyntatute OT Nbp-
BUSI MOJerl, KOUTO B ronama CTeneH ce
noakpenaT oOT MofydeHuTe TakMBa nNo
oCTaHanuTe MoAernu, MoXe fa ce 3akniouu,
Yye B pamkute Ha EBponenckua cblo3
Bpb3KaTa Mexay mameputens 3a duckanHa
JeueHTpanusaums - aan Ha pasxoguTte Ha
MECTHUTE BNacTu OT KOHconuanpaHute 6to-
DPKETHWN pasxogm, N HapacTBaHeTo Ha BBI1
€ NonoXuTenHa n CTaTUCTUYECKN 3Ha4Mma.
ToBa o03Ha4vaBa, Ye paboTewmnaT mogen Ha
OeueHTpanu3npaHo AbpXKaBHO yrnpasreHme
ce Ob/MKM UMEHHO Ha MoBULLIABaHe CcTe-
neHta Ha dwuckanHa JeueHTpanusaums,
KOETO € BMAHO OT pes3ynrtatute OT U34uc-
neHunara. CernacHo pesynrtatute oT Mbp-
BUSI MoAen, Mpu paBHUM OpYyrM YCNOBUS,
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HapacTBaHeTO Ha Aena Ha pas3xoaute Ha
MECTHUTE BNacTu OT KOHconuanpaHute 6to-
[PKETHN pas3xoau C eAuH NpOLEHT BoAM A0
HapacTBaHe Ha BBI1 ¢ npubnuamtenHo
0,2%.

Mo oOTHoweHMe Ha koeduumeHTa,
nonyyeH 3a npuxoguTe Ha MECTHUTE
BnacTu, npeacrtaBeHn kato 4vact ot BBIl,
pesyntatute OT WU3YMCMEHNETO MNOoAKpenaT
riornkata Ha ovakBaHUsITa U MOCTAHOBKUTE
Ha TeopusaTa. Bpb3kaTa ¢ HapacTBaHETO Ha
BBl e oTpuuyateHa U CTaTUCTUYECKU
3Havmma. MNoBuLlaBaHETO Ha NPUXOAUTE Ha
MECTHUTE BNacT, YANTO OCHOBEH U3TOYHUK
ca [OaHb4yHUTE MNOCTLMNEHUHA, KOETO
npegnonara yBenuyeHMe B [JaHbyHaTa
TEXEeCT, Cce oTpassiBa HebnaronpusaTHO




BbpXy HapactBaHeTto Ha BBI1. Bucokute MonoxutenHute pesyntatu 3a Bpb3kaTta
JaHbUM anpuopu AeWcTBaT OTOMbCKBALLO Ha dpyckanHaTta geueHTpanusauns n Hapac
3a Ou3Heca, HamansaeaT ceBoboagHUTe cpeac TBaHeTO Ha BBl oT npunoxeHus perpe
TBa Ha pupmute, KOUTO BMxa MOrnM eBeH CVMOHEH aHanu3 ca WHAMKaTop 3a npaBun
TyanHo ga 6baaT MHBECTUpaHW NPOAYKTUB HOCTTa Ha nocokata Ha OeNcTBus OT CTpa
Ho. Mo Ta3n nuHms O6u crnegsano ga ce Ha Ha AObpxaBute - uneHkn Ha EC, HoO
OYyakBa, Ye BMCOKMTE MECTHM AaHbLM BIO BbPXYy WMKOHOMMWYECKOTO pa3BUTME OKasBaT
WwasaTt bu3Hec cpefata B TepuTopuanHaTa BNUSAHME peauua apyrm doaktopu, KOMTo e
eQuHMLa, B KOATO ce HanaraT 1 3abaeaT ObaaTt M3mMepBaHu U BKNKOYBaAHM B MO-CMOX
WKOHOMMYECKOTO 1 pa3BuUTuE. HW perpecuMoHHW Mogenun Ha criegsalum no-
ronemMmu nscrneaBaHums.
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