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Economic and legal analysis concerning the issues of technological 
parks’ and their projects’ registration and their essential features was made, 
and peculiarities of the expertise of technological parks’ projects were also 
studied. Thus, projects examination and registration of technological parks is 
an important and also a very diffi cult process that consists of several stages 
directed in support of innovative maintenance of a project, it’s authenticity 
and possibility of its implementation. Presently, the operating system 
of consideration and examination of projects has practically prohibitive nature 
and must be a subject to simplifi cation. 

, -
 ( . [1, 2]). 

, -

 [3, 4]. 
’ - ,

-

.
, -

. ,
,

 “ -
” ( ) [5] . ,

 [5] .  [6] 

, , -
,

.

. .  [7] .  [8] 

,  2006 . . .  [9] 
,

. -
, -

.  [9] ,
. .

 [10, . 329] ,



521

, -
, . ,

 2006 
.

.
-
.
-

.
,

.

’ ,

.
-

, -

.
,  – 

 “ ” [4]. ,

, ,
. -

, ,
 “

”.
,

,
,

. ,
-

,
,

.
, -
. ,

,
-



522

.
,

-
. ’

.
, , ,

.
. 330 , . 1 

, ,
,

,
, ’

. ,
, ’

.
, ,

’ -
, - .

:  “ ”, “
- ”, “ -

”, “
”,  “ ”,

“ ”.  “
” ,  “

”, 
-

,
.

. 1  1  “ -
”, -  – ,

, , -
’

’  [11]. 
- -

- , -
,

 ( , ,
) - -



523

, ,
,

. . 2  1 
: “

- : ’ ,
’ ; ’

; -
’

, - , -
- , ,

; -
, -

- ;
- , -

’ ;
”. . 5 

’ -
;

’ - ,
,

. . 13 
, ’ - -

, , ,
, - .

-
:  – 

;  – 
-

.  3 ’ ’
- , – 

’ .
’ , -

,

- , -
-

- .

“ -
”.  “ -



524

” ( . 6, . 31) 
- -

, .
,

. -
. ’ ,

, . - ,

. ’ . ’ -

.
 “ -

” [12], 
:

,
 “ -

”, . ’ ,
.

, , -
, , ,

. -

:
 1; ,

, / -
 –  – .

, -
.

, -
 3 ,

- ,
, , ,

.
, . , -

 “
- ”, , -

-
,

-



525

-

, , - , - ,
, -

, -
- , ,

, .
.

 30 .
, -

.

, -
.

,  3 
, ’

-
.

, ,
20

.
 10 

,
, ,

 (
) -

,
, , , .

, , ,
, ’ .

-
.

,
, ,

,
, .

 ( )
-



526

 “
” -

.
, ,

 “ -
”,

 221 
 2  2002 . -

, ,

, .
, -

,
, -

,

.
,

, -
.

, . -
,

.
, ,

, .

,
 “ -

” ( . 3, 4) -
, .

 20 . -
-

,
 961  9  2001 . [13, 14]. 



527

-
, , -

 20-
-

.

.

.
, -

 7 ,
.

, -
 90 , -

 3 .
-

.

,
, , -

, ;
’ ;

. , ,
.

-

, :
,

.
,

-
,

,
. ,

,
, ,

,



528

. , , -
,

.
,

-
, -

 [13], 
,

,
,

, , ’
,

, -

.  “
-

;
, ,

;
” [14]. -

,

, .
,

, ,
,

.
-

,
-

.
, ,

,
- -

’ .

, , -



529

, ,
. ,

,
, , ,

 ( ),
- ,

, ,
, .

:

1. . .
 // 

. – 2003. –  1. – . 59-67. 
2. . . -

:  ( ) // 
. – . – 

2008. – . 461. – . 57-62. 
3. . . -

:  // 
. . . . : . – 

2007. – . 31. – . 167-174. 
4. . . :

 // . – 
. – 2008. – . 435. – . 66-70. 

5.  «
» ( )  12 . 2006 .  3333-IV // 

. – 2006. –  22. – . 182. 
6. . .

:  / . .  // 
. – 2004. –  12. – . 54 – 58. 

7. . :
 // , . – 2006. – 

 5. – . 11-16. 
8. . -

:
 // 

. – . – 2006. – . 365. – . 64-69. 
9. . ., . .

 // 
. – 2007. –  3 (65). – . 65-73. 



530

10. . . -
:  / 

. . . – X.: - : , 2008. – 424 .
11.  « - »

 10 . 1995 .  51/95-  ( .  11 . 2001 .) // 
. – 1995. –  9. – . 56. 

12.  «
»  29 

2006 .  1657 // . – 2006. –  48. – 
. 3199. 

13.  «

»  06 . 2003 .
 1219 // . – 2003. –  32. – . 1706. 

14.  «

»  17 . 2003 .
 1474 // . – 2003. –  38. – . 2031. 

. .,

.
,

.

.

The concept of tax control is defi ned in the article. Tasks and plenary powers 
of tax militia are analyzed, including in the context of realization by its organs 
of tax control. The analysis of economic results of activity of tax militia organs 
within the framework of tax control realization is conducted. 
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