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W At local level

B At sub-state + local level

Sub-central revenues + inter-governmental transfers as %
of total government revenues (2019)
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Sub-central revenues + inter-governmental transfers as %
of total government revenues
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Inter-governmental revenue of sub-central government as

% of total government revenue (2019)

W At local level
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W At local level

B At sub-state + local level

Sub-central revenues without inter-governmental
transfers as % of total government revenues (2019)
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Sub-central tax revenue as % of total tax revenue (2019)

W At local level

M At sub-state + local level
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Sub-central expenditure as % of total government

expenditure (2019)

B At sub-state + local level

W At local level
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Sub-central expenditure as % of total government
expenditure in selected countries
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De/centralization over 2000/2019
(change in percentage points of sub-central expenditure
as a share of total government expenditure)
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FIGURE 4. SUBNATIONAL EXPENDITURE AS A SHARE OF TOTAL PUBLIC EXPENDITURE BY ECONOMIC
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Note: No data for Canada, Chile and Mexico. For the United States, data showed in the function “housing and
community amenities” include the “environment protection™ function data. OECD average 1s unweighted. The
total of public spending is non-consolidated.

Source: OECD elaboration based on OECD (2018)), OECD Regions and Cities at a Glance 2018,
https://doi.org/10.1787/reg cit glance-2018-en




5.7. Breakdown of subnational government expenditure by function (COFOG), 2015
As a % of subnational government expenditure
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5.9. Subnational expenditure: education, health, economic affairs, social protection

% of total public expenditure by economic function, 2015
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Panel C. Economic Affairs
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5.10. Subnational expenditure: Housing, Environment, Recreation, Public order
% of total public expenditure by economic function, 2015
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Panel C: Recreation, culture and religion Panel D. Public order
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Plusy a minusy decentralizacie

Plusy
» ZvySena motivacia rieSit miestne problémy
 Efektivnost vdaka vyssej adresnosti (napr. pomoc fudom v nudzi)
* Blizkost k ob¢anom, moZnosti ich participacie aj kontroly (napr. Skolstvo,
kultdra, Sport, Uzemny rozvoj)
Minusy
* Neefektivnost kvoli chglgajtjcim usporam z rozsahu, slabSie moznosti
Specializacie Lnapr. slabsie kapacity na pripravu a realizaciu zlozitejsich

p[)oj.ek'f]c;v/do umentov/c¢innosti: zdlhavé stavebné konanie v jednotlivych
obciac

* Negativne externality (napr. odpadové hospodarstvo poskodzujuce
susedné samospravy\;

* Rizika absencie kontroly najma pri zlozitejsich ¢innostiach (napr. PPP
projekty)



Vybrané trendy

» Zdielanie zodpovednosti medzi rozne urovne viady podla jasnych
pravidiel

* Centralna vlada sa namiesto priameho poskytovania sluzieb viac
koncentruje na regulaciu, dohlad, poradenstvo/podporu a
koordinaciu

* Riesenie rozdrobenosti: Spolupraca medzi obcami, resp. vznik
metropolitnych oblasti, resp. posilnovanie regionov



Dakujem za pozornost!
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