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The relevance of the research topic of this scientific article lies in the fact that the
coordination of activities of entities responsible for combating corruption serves as a fundamental
factor in ensuring the effectiveness of anti-corruption policy. Proper coordination not only enables
the determination of strategic objectives and delegation of functional responsibilities among anti-
corruption entities but also accumulates their potential and resources to focus efforts on solving
key tasks in the fight against corruption. This underscores the urgent need to establish a highly
effective administrative and legal mechanism that would ensure effective coordination of anti-
corruption entities. For Ukraine, an acceptable model of administrative and legal support for
coordination must address modern challenges and threats, be based on democratic principles of
public administration, comply with European standards, and facilitate UKraine’s integration into
the legal framework of the European Union.

The scientific article focuses on identifying and analyzing the key shortcomings of the
current system of administrative and legal support for coordinating anti-corruption entities. These
include the lack of a systematic regulatory framework to govern the coordination of anti-
corruption activities; the underestimation of the role of civil society organizations in coordination
processes; and the lack of proper alignment of powers between coordination bodies. These
shortcomings complicate the implementation of state anti-corruption policy, diminishing its
efficiency and effectiveness. It is crucial to recognize that the absence of a clear hierarchy and
procedures for interaction between bodies authorized to coordinate anti-corruption efforts is one
of the key factors hindering the development of an effective management system in this area.

The study also examines the necessity of reforming the administrative and legal mecha-
nism for coordinating entities in the context of integrating modern technologies. The
introduction of electronic platforms for automating information exchange processes among
anti-corruption entities can significantly enhance transparency and efficiency in their inter-
actions. Additionally, strengthening cooperation between government bodies and civil society
deserves particular attention, as it is an indispensable condition for establishing an effective
anti-corruption environment.
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The analyzed shortcomings are not solely organizational and legal in nature but also
largely reflect broader issues in the functioning of public administration in Ukraine. Addres-
sing these issues requires systematic reforms aimed at comprehensively updating admi-
nistrative legislation, particularly by creating a clear hierarchical model of coordinating bodies
that considers international standards and recommendations. Building an effective coor-
dination system requires not only improving regulatory frameworks but also cultivating an
institutional culture based on principles of transparency, accountability, and mutual respon-
sibility among entities. Engaging the public in monitoring and evaluating the effectiveness of
anti-corruption entities can become a key element in increasing trust in anti-corruption policy.

Significant emphasis should be placed on strengthening international cooperation, par-
ticularly in adopting innovative approaches to coordinating anti-corruption entities. Collaboration
with international organizations and the adoption of best global practices will help ensure the
establishment of a sustainable and effective governance mechanism in this area.

Administrative and legal support for coordinating entities in the fight against corruption
is a complex and multifaceted process that requires not only improving the regulatory
framework but also a systematic approach to developing interaction mechanisms, engaging
civil society, and integrating modern technologies into public administration practices.

The relevance of combating corruption in Ukraine in 2025 remains extremely high, as
corruption continues to be one of the main obstacles to economic development and European
integration. The conditions of martial law and the country’s post-war recovery make the fight
against corrupt schemes even more critical. Transparency in the distribution of international
financial aid is a key factor in maintaining the trust of Western partners. Ukraine has committed
to implementing anti-corruption reforms as required by the EU and the IMF, which is essential for
further funding and progress toward EU membership. Effective anti-corruption efforts also
impact national defense, as embezzlement in the military sector directly undermines state security.
Increasing public trust in government institutions is possible only if corrupt officials are held
accountable. The development of digitalized public services helps minimize human involvement in
decision-making and reduces corruption risks. A major challenge remains judicial reform, as an
independent and fair judiciary is crucial to eliminating impunity. Strengthening the work of the
National Anti-Corruption Bureau of Ukraine (NABU) and the High Anti-Corruption Court
(HACC) will contribute to prosecuting top-level corrupt officials. The success of anti-corruption
efforts in 2025 will determine not only Ukraine’s economic and political stability but also its
international reputation and prospects for full integration into the European Union.

Keywords: coordination, entities, anti-corruption, anti-corruption activities, admini-
strative and legal support, regulatory framework, public administration, civil society, inter-
national cooperation, hierarchy of bodies, transparency, accountability, reform, regional
programs, anti-corruption strategy.

Formulation of the problem. Coordination of the activities of entities involved in combating cor-

ruption serves as a fundamental mechanism that determines the effectiveness of implementing anti-corrup-
tion measures. Only synchronized and systematically integrated interaction enables not only the formu-
lation of strategic priorities and the rational distribution of functional competences among relevant
institutions but also ensures the optimal concentration of managerial resources on the most critical aspects
of anti-corruption activities. This emphasizes the necessity of establishing a multi-level administrative and
legal mechanism capable of ensuring a high level of institutional coordination among entities in the sphere
of combating corruption.

In this context, it is crucial to develop a model of administrative and legal support that not only

meets current societal challenges and global threats but also takes into account advanced technologies for
combating corruption, aligns with the principles of democratic governance, and corresponds to Ukraine’s
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strategic course toward harmonization with the legal framework of the European Union. At the same time,
ensuring an adequate level of coordination requires comprehensive consideration of both internal systemic
dysfunctions of Ukrainian society and exogenous factors influencing the state of anti-corruption efforts,
including Ukraine’s international obligations enshrined in relevant conventions and agreements. It is worth
noting that transformational processes in anti-corruption policy at the legislative level have been actively
evolving for over a decade. During this period, extensive reconfiguration of the administrative and legal
regulation of the prosecution service, as well as the National Agency for Corruption Prevention, has taken
place. Within the framework of institutional optimization, several specialized bodies have been established,
including the National Anti-Corruption Bureau of Ukraine and the High Anti-Corruption Court, which
provide a qualitatively new level of functional architecture for combating corruption risks.

The systemic complexity and multi-layered nature of the ongoing reforms dictate an urgent need to
rethink the current system of administrative and legal support for the coordination of entities engaged in
combating corruption. Special emphasis should be placed on identifying not only the structural,
organizational, and regulatory deficiencies of this system but also the factors that have determined their
emergence. Furthermore, it is advisable to develop effective mechanisms for addressing identified
shortcomings, which requires an analysis of the resource efficiency of newly established bodies and the
degree of their interaction necessary to ensure a comprehensive and systemic approach to combating
corruption. Particular attention should be paid to the adaptive capacity of administrative and legal
coordination mechanisms in responding to dynamic changes in the socio-economic and political-legal
environment, considering contemporary challenges such as digitalization, globalization, and the increasing
role of civil society in governance. Equally important is the development of integrated mechanisms for
cooperative interaction between state institutions and the public sector, aimed at enhancing societal trust in
anti-corruption policy. Thus, the effectiveness of administrative and legal coordination mechanisms among
entities involved in combating corruption depends not only on the quality of the regulatory framework but
also on the capacity of the system to adequately respond to current challenges, adapt to transformational
processes, and harmonize with global standards. This underscores the urgent need for its comprehensive
improvement at all levels of public administration.

Analysis of the study of the problem. The issue of deficiencies in the current state of
administrative and legal support for the coordination of entities combating corruption remains
insufficiently studied. Only certain aspects of this issue have been addressed in the scientific works of
scholars such as A. Biletskyi, M. Buromenskyi, V. Demyanchuk, T. Yedynak, S. Zavadskyi, O. Zuban,
L. Zubkova, Yu. Kovbasyuk, D. Kolesnikov, R. Melnyk, V. Mozhgovaya, O. Novikov, O. Pavlyshen,
V. Pautov, Yu. Sudakov, K. Khromova, O. Yarmysh, H. Lukianova. However, the unsatisfactory
effectiveness of anti-corruption efforts in Ukraine necessitates an analysis of the existing shortcomings in
the current system of administrative and legal support for their coordination. In 2023, a concept was
published that examines anti-corruption tools for combating corruption offenses, specifically analyzing the
state of regulatory and legal frameworks for modern state anti-corruption policy in Ukraine. It emphasizes
the need to update the legislative base to improve the effectiveness of entity coordination in this area. In
2024, O. Vasylenko devoted his scientific works to analyzing the regulatory and legal support for
combating corruption in Ukraine, with particular attention to identifying entities involved in anti-
corruption activities and evaluating their functional interaction within the existing system. In the same
year, V. Denysenko, in his dissertation, thoroughly examined the administrative and legal foundations of
national security, including aspects of coordination among entities responsible for combating corruption,
with special attention to the synergy of intergovernmental and interinstitutional mechanisms.

The purpose of the article. The purpose of the scientific article is to conduct a comprehensive

analysis of the shortcomings in the current administrative and legal support for the coordination of entities
in the field of combating corruption. The article aims to identify the key problems of regulatory
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frameworks, organizational interaction, and resource provision for the activities of anti-corruption bodies.
Particular attention is paid to assessing the effectiveness of existing coordination mechanisms and their
compliance with modern challenges and international standards. The scientific article seeks to determine
the reasons for the low effectiveness of anti-corruption efforts and to propose ways to address identified
shortcomings. The author aims to substantiate the need for reforming the administrative and legal system
to improve the coherence of actions by entities involved in anti-corruption activities. Additionally, the
article offers recommendations to enhance the efficiency of coordination in the field of combating
corruption in the context of public administration reform.

Presenting main material. The current state of administrative and legal support for the coordination
of entities combating corruption is characterized by complexities caused by numerous factors, such as the
quality of anti-corruption and administrative legislation, economic conditions, and the professional level of
officials. These factors form a complex issue that requires systematic analysis and a substantiated approach
to improving coordination mechanisms.

A significant impact on the effectiveness of coordination among entities combating corruption stems
from gaps in legislation, which create legal uncertainty and complicate interaction between state bodies.
Insufficient attention to the professional training of officials reduces the effectiveness of anti-corruption
policy implementation and creates risks of misconduct in the performance of official duties. Economic
instability and financial dependency of authorities limit their ability to develop and implement strategic
programs to counter corruption. The lack of clear criteria for evaluating the effectiveness of anti-corruption
measures complicates the monitoring of their efficiency and the adjustment of strategies to meet societal
needs. The interaction of entities combating corruption is often influenced by political factors, which may
lead to conflicts of interest, lack of coordination, and delays in progress in combating corruption.

These aspects highlight the need for a comprehensive approach to analyzing and reforming the
system of administrative and legal support for the coordination of anti-corruption activities.

The scholar V. A. Demianchuk considers the issues of interaction among anti-corruption entities to
include: limited regulation of interaction, lack of detailed procedures for interaction, an insufficient number
of regulatory legal acts governing interaction, and the absence of a mechanism for evaluating the
effectiveness of such interaction. The author suggests addressing these issues by introducing criteria for
assessing the effectiveness of interaction and reducing political pressure on anti-corruption efforts [1, p.
100].

The issues related to the limited regulation of interaction and the insufficient number of regulatory
legal acts are interdependent, as they indicate significant gaps in the formulation and implementation of
measures aimed at coordinating the activities of entities involved in combating corruption. An additional
complication is the unsatisfactory quality of existing regulatory legal acts in this area, which are largely of
a subordinate nature and have not been adapted to the modern reforms of administrative and legal
regulation, particularly concerning the activities of the Prosecutor’s Office and the National Agency on
Corruption Prevention. Derivative shortcomings include the absence of mechanisms for evaluating the
effectiveness of coordination measures and the low level of detail in current provisions, as addressing these
issues requires comprehensive improvement and expansion of the volume of regulatory legal acts,
complemented by high-quality content that meets contemporary standards of legal drafting.

It is important to note that inadequate regulation of the coordination of anti-corruption entities not
only hinders the interaction process but also creates conditions for duplication of functions and blurring of
responsibilities among bodies. Moreover, regulatory uncertainty regarding interaction issues can lead to a
decrease in public trust in anti-corruption policies as a whole, undermining their overall effectiveness. It
should also be considered that existing subordinate acts often have a declarative nature, making their
practical application at the stages of implementing anti-corruption measures nearly impossible. The lack of
clear procedures for evaluating the effectiveness of coordination is a critical shortcoming that complicates
the analysis of interaction results and the formulation of proposals for its improvement.
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Another problem is the lack of institutional mechanisms to ensure systematic monitoring and
revision of existing regulatory legal acts, taking into account changes in the socio-economic situation and
the legal environment. In this regard, it would be advisable to establish specialized analytical units to
coordinate the processes of developing and implementing new approaches to regulatory legal frameworks.
The reform of the regulatory legal base should focus not only on its expansion but also on improving its
guality by integrating innovative provisions that meet both national and international standards in the field
of anti-corruption. The use of public-private partnership mechanisms in improving the regulatory
framework can contribute to increasing its effectiveness and relevance to modern realities.

Thus, a systematic approach to resolving regulatory issues in the coordination of anti-corruption entities
should include not only the improvement of the legislative framework but also active participation by civil
society and the expert community in monitoring, evaluating, and developing new mechanisms for interaction.

The scholar K. I. Khromova believes that the mechanism for implementing anti-corruption
coordination should be improved by introducing control over the execution of decisions made by
coordination councils, as well as over the quality and completeness of such decisions, along with
establishing accountability for improper execution or non-execution of these decisions [2, p. 7].

Administrative and legal regulation of the coordination of entities involved in combating corruption,
in some cases, involves the use of flexible tools such as incentives and recommendations instead of rigid
imperative approaches. In particular, these methods can be applied when organizing training activities to
improve the qualifications of entities engaged in anti-corruption efforts. However, the use of such methods
should not create conditions for ignoring decisions made during coordination meetings or reduce the
binding nature of such decisions. One potential way to enhance the implementation of decisions by
coordination bodies is to establish specialized oversight and monitoring institutions that ensure compliance
with adopted decisions and the fulfillment of assigned duties in the field of anti-corruption. At the same
time, a critically important aspect of the functioning of such institutions is ensuring their independence,
both from other entities and from external political or administrative influence. The absence of guarantees
for such independence could completely nullify their effectiveness, rendering their activities formal and
ineffective.

Moreover, mechanisms of transparency must be implemented to enable public monitoring of the
activities of oversight bodies and the evaluation of their effectiveness. The integration of civil society
organizations into the process of monitoring the implementation of decisions by coordination councils
could serve as an essential tool for increasing accountability and building trust in the results of anti-
corruption activities. Additionally, attention should be given to improving mechanisms of legal liability for
failure to implement or improper implementation of decisions made during coordination meetings. The
introduction of a clear system of sanctions, aligned with the principles of legal certainty, could serve as an
additional incentive for the proper execution of these decisions. Equally important is the development of
standardized procedures for interaction between coordination councils and oversight bodies to ensure the
prompt adoption and implementation of decisions. In this context, it would be worthwhile to consider
international experience in establishing such procedures, particularly in countries that have demonstrated
successful practices in combating corruption.

At the same time, it is necessary to assess the potential impact of introducing new oversight
structures on the existing institutional system to avoid excessive administrative burdens and duplication of
functions. Harmonization of the powers of all involved entities will help prevent conflicts of jurisdiction
that could hinder the implementation of anti-corruption measures. Thus, the effective functioning of
oversight bodies tasked with monitoring the implementation of coordination council decisions requires a
comprehensive approach that includes legislative, institutional, and social dimensions. Only by ensuring
the transparency, independence, and accountability of oversight bodies can a proper level of
implementation of anti-corruption measures be achieved, thereby strengthening the overall effectiveness of
the fight against corruption in the state.

The scholar V. O. Pautov proposes the creation of a coordination council that will align the activities
of specialized anti-corruption institutions and address urgent issues related to their interaction [3, p. 203].
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In modern conditions, the authority to coordinate activities in the field of combating corruption is
distributed among such bodies as the Prosecutor’s Office, the National Agency on Corruption Prevention,
the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine, and the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine, which defines the relevant
powers at the legislative level. However, the absence of a single body responsible for continuous and
uninterrupted coordination significantly complicates the establishment of effective cooperation among
these entities, leading to the duplication of functions and fragmentation of efforts.

It should be emphasized that successful anti-corruption efforts are only possible through the joint
actions of all public authorities, supported by active participation from civil society. Therefore, a critical
task is to create administrative and legal mechanisms that ensure the consistency of coordination activities,
as well as the implementation of decisions made during such coordination, in order to avoid formalism in
their execution. It is evident that the current administrative and legal regulation of the coordination of anti-
corruption entities has several significant shortcomings that require immediate resolution. In particular, the
lack of adequate and comprehensive administrative legislation in this area creates legal gaps that hinder the
effective performance of coordination functions and impede the achievement of systemic cooperation
among the relevant bodies.

Additionally, the neglect of the role of civil society organizations in the coordination processes of
anti-corruption entities significantly reduces the level of transparency and accountability in this work. This
necessitates the development of mechanisms to involve public institutions, which would not only enhance
the legitimacy of decisions made but also contribute to building public trust in the activities of anti-
corruption bodies.

Another critical shortcoming is that the existing administrative legislation does not provide for clear
coordination and alignment of the powers of entities involved in combating corruption. This results in
conflicts of institutional competence, undermining the coherence of actions and hindering the effective
achievement of the set goals.

In light of this, the reform of administrative and legal support for the coordination of anti-corruption
entities must become a key priority of state policy. It should be based on the principles of
comprehensiveness, inclusiveness, and efficiency, while ensuring active collaboration between government
bodies, civil society, and international partners in this field.

The lack of adequate and sufficient administrative legislation regarding the coordination of activities
of anti-corruption entities can be considered one of the key shortcomings of the current state of
administrative and legal support for anti-corruption coordination. This deficiency has several dimensions
of manifestation that are interdependent and, therefore, require a comprehensive solution.

First and foremost, this shortcoming is revealed through the absence of specialized normative legal
acts that would regulate the coordination of activities of entities involved in combating corruption, apart
from law enforcement agencies. The coordination of activities of the latter is carried out through the Order
“On Coordination of Activities of Law Enforcement Agencies in the Field of Combating Crime and
Corruption” [4] and the Regulation “On Coordination of Activities of Law Enforcement Agencies in
Combating Crime and Corruption” [5].

The entities involved in combating corruption are not limited exclusively to law enforcement agencies.
This category also includes civil society organizations, executive authorities, and local self-government bodies,
which play a significant role in ensuring anti-corruption efforts. At the same time, the primary authority for
coordinating the activities of specialized entities in the field of corruption prevention is vested in the National
Agency on Corruption Prevention, while executive authorities operate within the framework of powers defined
by the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine. However, the structure of these bodies lacks clearly designated
coordination departments or units, and there are no regulatory acts that establish guidelines, timelines,
methodological aspects of coordination, or expected outcomes of such activities.

The principal consequence of this organizational and legal gap is the lack of sufficient financial resources
allocated for coordination activities, which are typically funded on a residual basis. Under such circumstances,
coordination processes are fragmented and cover only a limited number of entities, complicating the systematic
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approach to combating corruption and reducing public awareness of mechanisms to protect against corrupt
practices. Addressing this issue requires the development of a new regulatory framework that would
comprehensively govern the activities of entities in the field of anti-corruption coordination, including the
establishment of clear timelines, responsibilities, obligations of parties, and accountability for inadequate
performance or non-compliance with coordination decisions. To optimize the legal regulation of coordination
activities, it is advisable to integrate the provisions of such regulatory acts with the Anti-Corruption Strategy,
creating a unified conceptual foundation for the harmonized work of all entities. It is also crucial to introduce
mechanisms for the regular monitoring of coordination effectiveness and its adaptation to dynamic changes in
the socio-economic environment. Special attention should be paid to enhancing the institutional capacity of state
authorities involved in anti-corruption activities by establishing specialized coordination units with clearly
defined functional responsibilities.

In addition, an important reform direction should be the development of innovative information
platforms for data exchange between entities combating corruption, which will facilitate the prompt
adoption of coordination decisions. Mechanisms for the periodic involvement of civil society organizations
in the development and evaluation of decisions in the field of anti-corruption coordination should also be
introduced to strengthen public oversight. Finally, it is essential to ensure the creation of training programs
for officials engaged in coordination activities in the field of corruption prevention to improve their
professional competencies and familiarize them with modern international practices.

The next aspect of the identified deficiency in the administrative and legal support for the
coordination of activities by anti-corruption entities is the insufficient level of detail in the forms of
coordination. According to Article 4 of the Regulation “On the Coordination of Activities of Law
Enforcement Agencies in Combating Crime and Corruption”, the forms of coordination include
“coordination meetings” , as well as “joint sessions of various law enforcement agencies, interdepartmental
meetings, issuance of joint orders or informational bulletins, exchange of information, implementation of
coordinated measures to detect and prevent corrupt practices, joint field visits, creation of joint
investigative and operational teams, leveraging opportunities for personnel training, conducting scientific
research, and developing proposals to improve legal regulation” [5].

Thus, in theory, the existing forms of coordination cover both the theoretical aspects of combating
corruption and practical anti-corruption measures. However, unresolved issues remain, such as determining
leadership during joint operational and investigative actions, setting timeframes for joint field visits, establishing
criteria for the necessity of joint actions, and defining the duration for coordinating joint scientific or educational
activities. These gaps result in the extremely low effectiveness of such measures in practice.

Several documents outline the procedures for cooperation and information exchange among anti-
corruption entities. These include the Memorandum of Cooperation and Information Exchange between the
Ministry of Justice of Ukraine, the National Anti-Corruption Bureau of Ukraine, and the Ministry of
Internal Affairs of Ukraine [6], as well as the Unified Principles of External Communication between the
National Anti-Corruption Bureau of Ukraine and the Specialized Anti-Corruption Prosecutor’s Office [7].
However, these documents are of a purely programmatic nature and lack actual legal force. Cooperation
occurs outside the framework of formal coordination, which reduces its effectiveness and joint focus on
combating corruption. The existence of separate acts on cooperation further complicates oversight of joint
activities, making it impossible—or at least challenging—to ensure equality in cooperation among all anti-
corruption entities and equal access to information for all participants.

The mechanisms for implementing forms of coordination among entities engaged in combating
corruption are only partially regulated by existing legal provisions, which primarily address the
organization of coordination meetings and the exchange of information. Resolving this issue could be
achieved by developing separate legislative documents that would regulate the procedures for
implementing each specific form of coordination. It is particularly important to ensure that all forms of
coordination cover the full range of entities involved in anti-corruption activities, not just law enforcement
agencies. An exception could be made for operational and investigative measures, which require specific
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competencies and powers. Therefore, it would be appropriate to define a hierarchical structure for such
interaction at the legislative level. Another critical aspect of the shortcomings related to the absence of a
proper and comprehensive legal framework for coordinating anti-corruption activities is the issue of
monitoring and oversight. Control should encompass not only the quality of decisions made during the
coordination process but also their effective and timely implementation.

The scholar T. S. Yedynak aptly notes that although Ukraine has a large number of oversight and
supervisory entities, they operate without proper interaction, functioning as separate, autonomous units.
This lack of coordination negatively impacts public administration, resulting in duplication of efforts and
inconsistencies [8, p. 4]. Oversight is an essential and integral stage of public administration, including
anti-corruption policy and the fight against corruption.

One of the key tools for ensuring the implementation of decisions adopted during coordination
meetings should be the presence of legal accountability. According to Article 8 of the Regulation “On the
Coordination of Law Enforcement Agencies in Combating Crime and Corruption”, “the agreed resolution
is mandatory for implementation by all designated agencies” [5]. However, this regulatory act does not
specify the consequences of non-compliance or improper compliance with this provision. Considering the
specific powers of the prosecutor, it would be appropriate to amend the Code of Ukraine on Administrative
Offenses to include the relevant provision [9].

Since the legal interpretation of the prosecutor’s lawful demands is not clearly defined in legislation,
it can be assumed that such demands may also extend to the implementation of coordination decisions.
Within the framework of administrative and legal regulation of the activities of all entities involved in
combating corruption, issues of administrative and disciplinary liability should be enshrined in a
specialized regulatory act. This act should take into account the specifics of such decisions and provide a
clear mechanism for monitoring their implementation. It is essential for the act to include provisions
outlining the procedures for holding individuals accountable for improper execution or non-compliance
with coordinated resolutions, as well as criteria for evaluating the effectiveness of their implementation.

Furthermore, it is advisable to designate a responsible entity for overseeing the enforcement of
coordination decisions, granting it the authority to impose sanctions in cases of violations. This would help
mitigate risks associated with a formal approach to implementing decisions and enhance the discipline of
those responsible for their execution. Additionally, the possibility of public monitoring of the execution of
coordination decisions by anti-corruption organizations should be incorporated to ensure transparency and
build public trust in anti-corruption policies. Special attention should be given to introducing sanctions that
not only incentivize compliance but also serve as a safeguard against similar violations in the future. Such
an approach, combined with the detailed elaboration of legal norms, would address existing regulatory
gaps and significantly improve the effectiveness of coordination activities in combating corruption.

The insufficiency and inadequacy of administrative legislation regulating the coordination of anti-
corruption entities is one of the key deficiencies in the current system of administrative-legal regulation in this
field. This issue manifests itself in the lack of proper control mechanisms, clearly defined legal liability, and the
absence of normative regulation of various coordination forms for all authorized entities. An effective solution
to this problem may be the development of a modern and comprehensive legal act that would cover all entities
involved in anti-corruption activities without exception. Such a document should define the key concepts and
principles of coordination, establish clear requirements for the entities performing coordination functions,
provide criteria for evaluating the effectiveness of decisions, and ensure control mechanisms and legal
responsibility for all parties involved. Furthermore, the new legal act should foresee procedures for regular
monitoring and reporting on the implementation of coordination decisions, which would enhance transparency
and accountability. Special attention should be given to regulating cooperation between state bodies, local self-
government bodies, and civil society organizations to ensure the integration of efforts in the fight against
corruption. The introduction of unified standards for conducting coordination activities, taking into account both
national and regional specifics, would be appropriate. A separate section of the act may be devoted to legal and
organizational mechanisms for responding to violations of coordination decisions, including disciplinary and
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administrative sanctions. In the long term, the implementation of such normative regulation would contribute to
the creation of a more effective system for coordinating anti-corruption activities and improving the overall
effectiveness of public administration in this area.

An integral part of analyzing the current state of administrative and legal support for the coordination of
anti-corruption entities is the neglect of the crucial role of non-governmental organizations. These organizations,
being independent and objective participants in the legal system, possess sufficient legal potential to implement
anti-corruption measures. The fight against corruption can be carried out through both the independent detection
of corrupt activities and the provision of support to individuals whose rights have been violated as a result of
corruption, as well as through monitoring and overseeing the activities of other anti-corruption entities.
Expanding the influence of organizations focused on anti-corruption efforts will help shape a more conscious
and responsible society and reduce the likelihood of corrupt relationships. At the same time, for greater
effectiveness, their activities, like those of governmental anti-corruption bodies, must be coordinated, which
should be supported and encouraged at the state level.

In studying the state of administrative and legal support for the activities of public councils at anti-
corruption agencies, scholar A. V. Biletsky notes the need for the legislative establishment of the
procedures for forming public councils, conducting open public oversight, and implementing decisions
made after such oversight [10, p. 217]. A legislative definition of a unified procedure for the establishment
of supervisory or controlling councils for all public organizations, along with the approval of requirements
concerning the number of members and areas of activity, will facilitate the coordination of their work in
detecting corruption and preventing it in the future. Coordinating the activities of public organizations in
combating corruption will promote cooperation between them and government bodies, enhance legal
education among the population, and enable the state to meet its oversight and monitoring needs without
excessive funding or the creation of new bodies or territorial offices. Scholar O. V. Novikov observes that
for over ten years, there has been a significant rise in the abuse of power by public organizations that carry
out only formal tasks related to combating corruption or overseeing the activities of anti-corruption bodies,
thereby obtaining funding from the state or international and foreign organizations. This situation
negatively affects both the image of public organizations and the level of trust in them [11, p. 65].

Currently, there is a tendency for formal participation of civil society organizations in anti-
corruption efforts, which is another significant drawback in the administrative and legal regulation of the
coordination of their activities. This situation requires a comprehensive approach to legal regulation,
including the establishment of legal liability for unlawful interference in the activities of civil society
organizations that perform oversight and control functions, as well as introducing mechanisms to limit the
participation of individuals connected to employees of anti-corruption agencies. Ignoring these aspects
creates legal gaps that contribute to the formalization of civil society organizations’ involvement, reducing
the effectiveness of their activities.

The main drawback of the current administrative and legal provision for coordinating anti-corruption
actors is the failure to fully realize the potential of civil society organizations in detecting and preventing
corrupt practices, as well as controlling the activities of specially authorized bodies. Achieving real
effectiveness in this area requires not only clearly defining the legal status of civil society organizations in
anti-corruption efforts but also providing mechanisms to stimulate their active participation in anti-
corruption initiatives. Only in this way can the real influence of civil society on processes aimed at
reducing corruption within state structures be ensured.

Proper administrative and legal regulation should include an expanded legal framework that not only
defines the legal status of civil society organizations but also specifies mechanisms for their interaction
with other anti-corruption actors. In this context, it is important to establish a clear system of rights and
obligations for these organizations, which would enhance their effectiveness in oversight, control, and
participation in the development of anti-corruption policies. It is equally important to establish procedures
to prevent abuse and ensure the transparency of their activities, thereby excluding formalism and the
ineffective use of resources.
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At the same time, a significant problem is the lack of harmonization of the powers of the entities
coordinating the activities of anti-corruption organizations within the administrative legislation. Such
inconsistency creates additional difficulties in the processes of interaction between state and civil society
organizations and hinders the prompt response to corruption challenges. In this context, the development of
a single legal act that would define common coordination and interaction mechanisms is necessary to
ensure the effective functioning of the entire anti-corruption system. Therefore, to address the issues
mentioned, it is essential to undertake a reform of the legal regulation of coordination activities in the field
of anti-corruption, which would include not only strengthening administrative and legal provisions but also
implementing effective mechanisms for control and legal responsibility for all participants in this process.

According to Article 11 of the Law of Ukraine “On Preventing Corruption,” the National Agency on
Corruption Prevention is authorized to “coordinate, provide methodological support, and analyze the
effectiveness of the activities of all bodies authorized to prevent and detect corruption” [12]. Furthermore,
the National Agency on Corruption Prevention is responsible for developing the Anti-Corruption Strategy
and determining the main directions of anti-corruption policy development. However, the issue of its
interaction with other bodies responsible for coordinating anti-corruption activities, as well as their
hierarchical subordination, is not clearly defined. For instance, according to Article 20 of the Law of
Ukraine “On the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine,” the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine has the authority to
“ensure the coordination of the activities of executive bodies in combating corruption” [13].

The aforementioned norm, which does not contain specific provisions regarding the mandatory
adherence to the Anti-Corruption Strategy or prior coordination of plans with the National Anti-Corruption
Agency, essentially deprives the anti-corruption management system of the necessary legal framework required
to ensure high effectiveness and systemic action in the fight against corruption. This leads to significant gaps in
the legal regulation of coordination processes, as the lack of clearly defined requirements for mandatory
adherence to the strategy at both the national and regional levels greatly complicates the organization and
implementation of joint anti-corruption initiatives. Furthermore, the situation is exacerbated by the absence of
sufficient regulatory frameworks for coordinating the activities of law enforcement agencies, particularly the
prosecutorial oversight, which negatively affects the coherence and transparency of actions in the fight against
corruption at all levels of governance. This legal uncertainty and fragmentation of the law create significant
difficulties in effectively formulating and executing anti-corruption plans. In such circumstances, officials
responsible for fighting corruption do not always have a clear understanding of their functional duties and roles
within this activity, leading to contradictions and often counterproductive approaches to addressing corruption
issues. Consequently, this directly impacts the accuracy of statistical data regarding the effectiveness of anti-
corruption efforts, as numerous factors hindering the successful implementation of anti-corruption strategies are
not taken into account, such as internal barriers and organizational shortcomings within the anti-corruption
entities themselves.

Thus, it can be stated that the lack of proper legal coordination of powers among the entities
responsible for coordinating anti-corruption activities is primarily due to the absence of a clearly defined
hierarchical structure of the organs authorized to conduct such coordination. This leads to fragmentation of
anti-corruption policy and its unsystematic implementation at various levels of public administration. To
eliminate this deficiency, it is necessary to introduce a legally prescribed obligation to adhere to the Anti-
Corruption Strategy at all stages of anti-corruption policy implementation and to require executive bodies
to coordinate national and local anti-corruption programs in accordance with unified standards and
requirements. An important step is the establishment of a specialized mechanism for holding coordination
meetings at the highest level between the National Anti-Corruption Agency, the Cabinet of Ministers of
Ukraine, and the Office of the Prosecutor General, which will ensure a comprehensive approach to solving
the problem. The implementation of such an initiative will help eliminate legal conflicts, enhance the
interaction between agencies and organizations responsible for fighting corruption, and create favorable
conditions for the effective control and monitoring of anti-corruption activities.
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Conclusions. As of 2025, the administrative and legal framework for coordinating entities in the
fight against corruption in Ukraine requires significant modernization and systematic improvement. The
low effectiveness of anti-corruption measures results from a number of issues caused by contradictions,
insufficient consistency, and fragmentation within the current regulatory framework governing activities in
this area. The lack of an effective mechanism for interaction between the entities involved in combating
corruption leads to a negative perception of the work of anti-corruption institutions at the level of civil
society, exacerbating the crisis of trust in state policy on corruption prevention.

A priority task remains the development and implementation of legislative acts that would ensure clear
and comprehensive regulation of coordination measures for all entities involved in the fight against corruption,
including not only law enforcement agencies but also other institutions and organizations. It is advisable not
only to update the approaches to administrative and legal provision but also to detail the practical aspects of
implementing various forms of coordination, as well as expanding the toolkit and methodologies aimed at
increasing the effectiveness of this function. In the process of improving administrative and legal support, it is
important to preserve and integrate existing achievements, particularly those related to the flexibility and
structuring of coordination mechanisms that have already proven their effectiveness. Special attention should be
given to the implementation of innovative methods for combating corruption that meet modern international and
European standards. At the same time, a key task should be expanding the involvement of civil society
organizations in coordination activities, which will contribute to increasing transparency, accountability, and the
effectiveness of anti-corruption policy in Ukraine. To achieve significant improvement in the administrative and
legal provision for coordinating anti-corruption entities, it is also necessary to consider new challenges,
particularly the rapid digitalization of public administration and the threat of cyberattacks, which may
complicate the functioning of anti-corruption mechanisms. An important aspect is the adaptation of the
domestic legal system to the best practices of European Union countries, which involves not only borrowing
individual norms but also implementing a systemic approach to corruption prevention and combating. In this
regard, particular attention should be given to the development of integrated platforms for exchanging
information between anti-corruption entities, which will allow for the optimization of communication and
decision-making processes.

Additionally, it is necessary to expand monitoring and auditing capabilities of coordination
measures, which will help identify and eliminate gaps in the anti-corruption policy system in a timely
manner. Strengthening the role of analytical centers and independent experts, who can provide unbiased
assessments of the effectiveness of anti-corruption institutions, plays an essential role in this. Moreover,
mechanisms that encourage inter-agency cooperation at the horizontal level should be developed, which
will minimize the duplication of functions and avoid conflicts of authority. It is also important to introduce
new tools for public control, which will help increase the transparency and accountability of state actions
in the fight against corruption. Another key requirement is the introduction of professional development
programs for anti-corruption officials, focused on mastering modern management approaches and the use
of digital technologies. Special attention should be given to the integration of sociological research into the
process of evaluating anti-corruption activities, which will enable a more effective consideration of the
attitudes and expectations of civil society. Finally, a strategic plan for reforming the coordination system of
anti-corruption entities should be initiated, which would include phased steps and specific timelines for
implementation, taking into account Ukraine’s national interests and international obligations.
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KOOPJIUHAIIA CYB’EKTIB Y COEPI TPOTHU/IIi KOPYIIIII: HEJOJIKA
AIMIHICTPATUBHO-ITPABOBOTI'O 3ABE3ITEYEHHS

AKTyalbHicTh NPO0JIeMATHKH JOCTIAKEeHHS] HAYKOBOI CTATTI MOJIATa€ y TOMY, 10 KOOPAMHALiA
AiabHOCTI cy0 €KTiB, BiINOBiZaJAbHUX 3a NpPOTHAI Kopynuii, € (YHAAMEHTAJLHMM YHHHUKOM
3a0e3nevyeHHs e()eKTUBHOCTI AHTUKOpYNUiliHOI moairuku. Hanexna koopauHauisi 1a€ 3Mory He npocTo
BHU3HAYaTH cTpaTeriyHi wini Ta aederyBatH (QyHKUIOHAJBHI 000B’A3KM MiK Ccy0 €KTaMHM MNPOTHAIl
Kopynuii, aje i akymy/JioBaTH ixHili moTeHuian i pecypcu 1Jisl 30cepeKeHHs 3yCHJIb HAa BUPilIeHHi
KJIIOY0BUX 3aBJaHb y O0oporb0i 3 kopynuiew. ILle 3ymoBiawe HarajbHy norpedy y ¢opmyBaHHi
BHUCOKOe()EKTMBHOI0 AJAMIHICTPATMBHO-NIPABOBOr0 MeXaHi3My, sikuii Ou 3a0e3nmedyBaB Ji€BYy KOOpIM-
Halio cy0’ exTiB nporuaii kopynuii. IIpuiiHATHOIO 151 YKpaiHu Moske BBaKaTHCS JUIEe TaKa MoJe/b
aIMiHICTPATHBHO-IPABOBOr0 3ale3nevYeHHs] KOOpAUHALIl, KA BiANMOBiIa€ cy4acHMM BHKJHKAM i 3a-
rpozaM, 0a3yerbcsi Ha [JeMOKPATUYHUX 3acajax JAep:KaBHOIO YINPABJiHHS, BPAaXOBY€ €BpomeicbKi
CTaHJAPTH i cnpusie inTerpamnii Ykpainu 10 npaBoBoro npocropy €sponeiicbkoro Coio3y.

Y HaykoBiil cTaTTi aKIIEHTOBAHO YBAry Ha BUSIBJICHHI Ta aHAJI3i KJIIOYOBUX HeENOJIKIB cydacHoOi
CHCTEeMH aIMiHICTPATHBHO-TIPABOBOT0 3a0e3MeueHHs KOOPAWHAILIL cy0’ €KTiB mpoTHiil Kopymuii, BitcyTHOCTi
CHCTEMATH30BAHOI HOPMATHBHOI 0a3u, Aka 0 3a0e3meuyyBaja peryIlOBaHHA KOOpAMHALIl cy0’ €KTiB aHTH-
KOpPYNUiifHOI NisIbHOCTI; HeAOOUIHII 3HAYEHHS] TPOMAJCBKUX OpraHizauiii y mpouecax KoopauHauii; Bia-
CYTHOCTI HAJIEKHOI Y3ro/I>KEeHOCTi Mizk IOBHOBA KEHHSIMHU OPraHiB, 10 31iliCHIOITH KoOpAuHALi0. 3a3HaueHi
HEIOJIIKH YCKJIAHIOITH peaizalilo 1epKaBHOI AaHTUKOPYNUiHHOI NOJITUKH, 3HHKYI0UM ii eeKTUBHICTS i
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pe3yabTaTUBHICTh. BanuimBo po3yMmiTH, mo Opak 4iTkoi iepapxii Ta nmpouexyp B3aemonii Mixk opraHamu,
YIOBHOBa:KeHUMH 3ilICHIOBATH KOOpANHAaLi0 y c(epi mpoTuaii Kopynuii, € OTHUM i3 KJI1I0YOBUX YNHHHUKIB,
10 rajibMye npouec ¢gopmyBaHHsi e¢eKTUBHOI cMCTeMU YIIPaBJIiHHA Y Wil cdepi.

Takoxk po3riasaacTbesi norpeda pedopmyBaHHS aAMiHICTPATMBHO-MPABOBOT0 MeXaHi3My
KOOpAMHALIl cy0’ €KTiB y KOHTeKCTi iHTerpauii HOBITHiX TexHoJoriii. 3anpoBaj:KeHHsl eJ1eKTPOHHMX
mwiaTgopM AJs aBTOMAaTH3aMii mpoueciB 00MiHy iHpopmamicro Mik cyd’ ekTaMu npoTuaii Kopynuii Moske
ICTOTHO MOKPAIMTH NPO30PIiCTh i ONepaTHBHICTL IXHBOI B3aemoaii. OKpiM TOro, 0co0/IMBOro0 aAKLEHTY
norpedye MOCUJIEHHA CIBIpani Mik Aep>KAaBHUMH OPraHaMHU Ta FPOMAJASIHCBKHMM CYCHIJILCTBOM, IO €
HEeBi/l’€MHOI0 YMOBOIO /1151 (pOPMYBaHHSA e()eKTHUBHOI0 AHTUKOPYNUIHHOIro cepeIoBMINA.

IIpoananizoBaHi HeloJiKH MalTh He JiMIle OPraHi3aUiiHO-NPABOBMIl XapakTep, aje i 3HAYHOIO
Mipoo Bigo0pakalTh 3arajbHi npodiaemMu ¢yHKUHiOHyBaHHS MyOJiyHol aaminicTpaunii B Ykpaini. s
NMOAOJIAHHSA iX MOTPIOHO 3ampoBagUTH cHCTeMHi pe)opMH, CIPSIMOBAaHI HA KOMILIEKCHE OHOBJIGHHS aaMi-
HICTPATHBHOIO 3aKOHOJABCTBA, 30KPeMa CTBOPEHHSI YiTKOI iepapXiyHoi MojeJii opraHis, 10 31ilCHIOITH
KOOPIMHALII0, 3 YPaXyBaHHSIM MIKHAPOJAHMX CTAHAAPTIB i pexomengauiii. Po30ynoBa edexTuBHOi cucreMu
KoOpAuHALii moTpedye He JMIIe BIOCKOHAJEHHS HOPMATHBHO-TIPABOBOIO peryJioBaHHsA, ajne il ¢opmy-
BaHHS BIINOBIIHOI iHCTUTYWiIHOT Ky IbTYpH, fiKa 0 0a3yBaJjiacsi HA PUMHUUIAX PO30POCTi, M/A3BITHOCTI Ta
B32€EMHOI BinoBizanbHOCTI cy0’ekTiB. 3adydyeHHsI TPOMAaJCHKOCTi /10 MpoueciB MOHITOPMHIY il OLIHKH
e()eKTUBHOCTI JisVIbHOCTI cy0’ eKTiB mpoTuaii Kopynuii Moske CTaTH OAHMM i3 KJIIOYOBHX eJeMEHTIB, AKi
COPUATHUMYTH MiIBUILCHHIO OBIipH 10 AaHTUKOPYNUiifHOI MoJIiTUKK. 3HAYHMII aKIeHT Ma€ OyTH 3podJieHuii
HA NOCWJIEHHI MIKHAPOJHOTO CHiBPOOITHMUTBA, 30KpeMa Yy NHUTAHHAX BIPOBAIKeHHS iHHOBaUiliHUX
niaxodiB 10 koopauHauii cy0’ekTiB mporuaii kopynuii. CniBnpansi 3 MiXKHApPOIHUMM OpraHizamisiMm Ta
3aM03MYeHHA KPAIMX CBITOBMX MPAKTHUK J0NOMOXKYTh 3a0e3ne4uTH (JopMyBaHHS CTiliKoro if epeKTUBHOrO
MexaHi3My ynpasJiiHHA Y Wil cepi.

AaMiHicTpaTHBHO-TIPaBOBe 3a0e3MeyeHHs] KOOpANHALIL cy0’ ekTiB y cdepi mporuaii kopynuii €
CKJIAHMM i 0araTorpaHHUM NpouecoM, KU MoTpedye He JHIIe BAOCKOHAJEHHS HOPMaTHBHOI 6a3uy,
aje M CHCTEMHOr0 MiIX0Ay [0 PpoO3po0KH MeXaHi3MiB B3aeMofii, 3ajlyuyeHHS TPOMaJASIHCbKOIO
CyCHiJILCTBA TA iHTerpauii cy4acHMX TeXHOJIOTiH Yy NPAKTHKY JepPsKABHOI0 YIPABJIiHHS.

AKTyajbHicTh npoTuaii kopynuii B Ykpaini y 2025 poui 3aiumaerbest Haq3BU4YaiiHO BUCOKOIO,
OCKIIBKY KOPYNIisi NPOAOBKY€E OYTH OJHI€I0 3 TOJIOBHMX MEPElIKO/] HA HIJISIXY €KOHOMIYHOI0 PO3BUTKY
Ta €BpoOiHTerpanii. YMOBH BOECHHOr0 CTAHY Ta BiJHOBJICHHS KpaiHU MicJsi MacIITAOHMX pPyiliHyBaHb
po0JasATH GopoTHOY 3 KOpPYNUiliHUMHU cXeMaMHu e O0lib KpuTH4YHOMW. IIpo3opicTh y po3moaini mixkHa-
poaHOi (iHAHCOBOI 10MOMOrH € KJIIOYOBUM (PaKTOpPOM AOBipH 3 00Ky 3aXiZHHX mapTHepiB. Ykpaina
3000B’s13a7acst nepen €C ta MB® peanizoByBatn aHTUKOpynuiiiHi pedopmu, mo € HeoIMiHHOIO
YMOBOIO JUISl MOAAJIBLIIOr0 GiHaHCYBaHHSA Ta HabamxeHHs 10 wieHcTBa B €C. EdexTuBHa OopoThbda 3
KOPYNIi€0 TAK0 BIUINBAE€ HA 000POHO3AATHICTh KPaiHM, OCKITBKHU pPo3KpajdaHHA y BilicbkoBiii cdepi
0e3nocepenHb0 migpuBae Oe3nexky Aep:kaBu. IliiBUIEHHs piBHS JOBipM rpoMajsiH [0 depKaBHHUX
IHCTUTYLIH MOK/IUBe JIMIIE 32 YMOBH pPeaJibHUX OKapaHb 1 Kopynuionepis. Po3Butok uugposizauii
JepaKaBHUX MOCTIYI AONOMAra€ MiHiMi3yBaTH JIIOACbKUH (akTOp y NPUAHATTI pilleHb Ta 3MeHIIY€E
KOpynuiiini pu3uku. BaxkiIuBUM BHKJIHMKOM 3aJIMIIAETHLCS CcyAoBa pedopma, ajke 0e3 He3a eKHOI Ta
CIpaBeJJIUBOI CyJ0BOI CHCTEMHM HeMOXJIUBO MoaoJaTu Oe3kapHicTth. Ilocwiennss po6orm Hauio-
HAJILHOTO aHTHKOpYynuiiiHoro 61opo (HABY) ta Bumoro anrukopynuiitnoro cyny (BAKC) cnpusirume
NPUTSITHEHHIO TON-KOPYNIioHePiB /10 BignoBinaasHocTi. ¥Ycnix anTukopynuiitHoi 6oporsou y 2025 poui
BH3HAYATHMeE He JIHIIe Mai0yTHE eKOHOMIKH Ta MOJITHYHOI cTa0lILHOCTI YKpainu, a i ii MikHapoaHy
penyTaniio Ta HNIaHCH HA NOBHONIPAaBHY iHTerpaui a0 €sponeiicbkoro Corosy.

Karouosi cioBa: koopauHauisi, cy0 €KTH, NPOTHAIA KoOpynuii, aHTUKOpyNuiiiHa MisVIBHICTSH,
aaMiHicTpaTUBHO-IpaBoBe 3a0e3NeYeHHs], HOPMaTHBHA (a3a, Aep:kaBHe YNpPaBJiHHS, I'POMaJsIHCbKe
CyCHiJILCTBO, MiXKHApPOJAHA cHiBNpaus, iepapxis oprasiB, mpo3opicTh, miA3BiTHICTH, pedopMyBaHHH,
perioHajbHi NIporpaMu, aHTUKOpPYMUiiiHa cTpaTeris.
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