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1.1 Elements of the nonprofit and voluntary sector.

Peter Frumkin. On Being Nonprofit : A Conceptual and Policy Primer.



Knacanpumkauma HKO

mutual entrepreneurial
Commaon Cause CARE
National Auduhon March of Dimes
Society
. art museums
donative political clubs
American Automobile National Geographic
Association Society**
01 Consumers Union® Educational Testing
commercia Service
country clubs
community hospitals
nursing homes

[Hansmann, $980]




JKoHoMmYecKme Teopmi HKC

Teopwuu ponv B SKOHOMMKE

nodvemy HKO cylecTsytoT B
3KOHOMUKE?

KaKue GyHKLUMM OHM BbIMO/HAOT ?

noyemy HKO co3aarorca B oaHMX
OTPAC/IAX M HE NOABNAKOTCA B APYrnX?

no4vemy B pa3HbIx chepax, rae HKO
CO34aHbl, UX PbIHOYHAA AONA CTO/b
3HaYUTENBHO OT/IMHAETCA?

BbliciLas LuKkora akoHoMukN, 2013 I

Teopwuu noBepeHUA

KaKme Lenuv npecneayror
HeNPWbbUIbHbIE OPraHN3aLN B
CBOEN AeATeNIbHOCTU ?

KaKOBa MOTUBALMSA MEHEOKEPOB U
yupeaprenei B HeKOMMEPHECKOM
ceKtope?

4yem B 3ToM oTHoLLeHWn HKO
OT/INHAIOTCA OT KOMIMEPHECKUX U
rOCY/IaPCTBEHHbIX OPraHM3aLmiN?

B KaKOM CTENEHU 3TW OT/INUMA MOTYT
BbITb OTHECEeHbI K 0CODbIM
XapaKTePUCTUKAM MMEHHO
HEKOMMEPYECKOM HOPMb
XO3AMCTBOBaHUA?

[Hansmann, 1987]



Teopuun ponv HKO B aKOHOMMKe

Teopwn cnpoca Teopun MpeaioeHns
*TeopuAl PbIHOYHBLIX MPOBA/IOB ¢ TeopuA COLIMANBHOMO
(KOHTPAKTHbIX MPOBa/IoB) (HekoMmep4EecKoro)
«TeopuA NMPOBA/IOB MpeanPMHUMATENLCTBA
rocygapcrsa (Teopus (8 m.y. meopus
OBLLECTBEHHBIX/KO/VIEKTUBHLIX ~ CYBCcuOuposaHus)
6nar) » TeopuA KOHTPONA

CTeMKXONaepoB

Teopus «Tpex NpoBaroB»

BhicLuas Lwikona skoHomukA, 2013




Table 1 Empirical results from previous studies

Author Dependent variable Heterogeneity Effect Government financial Effect Government financial Effect
conditions support for nonprofit
activities
Corbin ({1999) Number of nonprofit social service Religion (+) - - - -
organizations Race (4)
Ben-Ner and Van ~ Employment by nonprofits Education {(+)1 Local government (-4 - -
Homissen (1992) employment
Poverty (4)2  State and federal government (4)35
employment
Race (3
Abzug and The increase in the number of Race (*) Moody’s municipal bond (*) - -
Turmnheim 501 {c)({3) orgamzations ratings
(1998)11
Gronbjerg and Number of nonprofits (county Religion (<)6 County library expenditures (—)7 Federal grants and contracts (*)
Paarlberg (2001) level data for the state of Indiana)
Marcuello (1998)  Number of nonprofits (county Percentage of (*)s  Local government (H10  Public subsidies (*)11
level data for Catalonia, Spain) population with expenditures
higher education
Unemployment (M9
James (1993)12 Relative size of the private Religion (+)  Government expenditures as (—)  Public subsidies (4+)
educational sector 1n a country Language (¥) a proportion of GDP
Gini coefficient (*)
James (1987112 Percentage of schools that are Religion (+)
private Density and (4)13

urbanization

Urbanization

(4+)13



What Determines the Size of the Nonprofit Sector?: A Cross-
Country Analysis of the Government Failure Theory
Yoshiho Matsunaga, Naoto Yamauchi, Naoko Okuyama. Voluntas
(2010) 21:180—201

[ MnoTesbl:

1. YBernmieHme reteporeHHOCTU cripoca OyaeT rnornokUTENLHO
BIUSITb Ha pa3Mep HEKOMIMEPHECKOIO CEKTopa

2. POCT rocymapctBeHHbIX pacxodoB Ha KBasw-
OOLLIECTBEHHbIE Brnara OyaeT MMETb HeraTUBHBIN 3d0dpeKT

3. YBerieHme aonm oromKetHoro doMHaHCUMPOBaHUA B
noxonax HKO nonoxmernisHo NOBMUSIET Ha pasMep
HEKOMMEPHECKOIO CEKTOpA

BhicLuas Lwikona skoHomukA, 2013




What Determines the Size of the Nonprofit Sector?: A Cross-
Country Analysis of the Government Failure Theory

Yoshiho Matsunaga, Naoto Yamauchi, Naoko Okuyama. Voluntas
(2010) 21:180-201

0
Nonprofit Sector Size;; = o; + E PrXkij + &ij
k=1

BhicLuas Lwikona skoHomukA, 2013




Table 5 Results from estimation

Dependent vanable

Pooled data (education and health sectors)

Nonprofit sector paid FTE employment

Nonprofit sector paid & volunteer FTE employment

Pooling model

InSNS

One-way fixed
ettect model (a) (#)
InSN§

Pooling
model (#)
[InSNSV

(One-way fixed
effect model (b)
NSNSV

Constant ()

Observable demand heterogeneity (ODH)
Government expenditure on education and health (GEXP)

~31.7916 (7.796)%**
0.2364 (0.196)
~ 18680 (0.722) **

Governmental financial support as a share of revenues in the  (.1445 (0.173)
education and health sectors (GFS)

Cross terms of GEXP and GFS (GEXPFS)

Per capita income (PCI)
Average score of Political Rights and Civil Liberties (PRCL) (.3493 (0.439)

~0.1285 (0.073)*
22635 (0.732)%**

0.2521 (0.253)
= 17783 (0.598)**
0.1230 (0.175)

~(L.1417 (0.050)***
22528 (0.627)F**
0.3979 (0.418)

—26.1644(7.699)%**
0.2861 (0.193)
(.3964 (0.713)
0.1964 (0.171)

~(.1141 {0.072)
2.2986 (0.723)
0.8731 (0434)

0.2735 (0.253)
(.3245 (0.640)
0.2137 (0.113)

=(.1035 (0.054)
23072 (0.616)
(.8342 ((.388)

n H 44 44 H
Adjusted R* 0.433 ().466 0.384 0.401
Sector Unobserved demand heterogeneity Sector Unobserved demand heterogeneity
Health {z) =3LI1876%** Health (2;) ~26.6483%%*
(6.739) (7.194)
Education (2,) —31.7499%*= Education (2,) ~26.1978%#*
(6.754) (7.182)




BJINAHUE COIITA/IBHO-9KOHOMNYECKNUX ®PAKTOPOB HA
PA3BUTUE POCCUMCKOTO HEKOMMEPUYECKOI'O CEKTOPA B

COEPE O6PA30BAHUIA (ABOooHKvHa K., MaHdeposa B., 2013)

MeTOoxa

JleCKpUIITUBHBIMN, KOPPEJAAIINOHHBIU, pETPECCUOHHBIHN
aHAJIU3HI.

AHasmu3upyemMasa COBOKYITHOCTD

83 pernona Poccurickon ®enepaiuu.
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I'mmoTe3ssbl PerpeccuoHHbBIN PesyabTar
aHaJINn3

Hacesnenue c¢ aoxopamMu - + X
auxke ITM, %
Cpennemec. 31, pyo. + -
BPII Ha nyimy HacejieHUs + X
Cpennemec. 3u /IIM, % + + V
Hoxox / IIM, % + - X
IToTpe6. pacxoasl, pyo. + + V
CpeaHenyii. 10X0abl, pyo. + V
% TOPOACKOro HacCeJIeHUs +
YpoBeHBb 3aHATOCTHU , B % + + V
Yp-HBb 3K. aKTUBHOCTH, % + -
¥Yp-8b 3aHATOCTH B cdepe - X
o0pa3oBaHUA
YpoBeHs 6e3paboTHuilbl, % - +

Yp-uB
3aperucTpupoOBaHHOU
0e3padoTUuIbl (Ha KOHEI]
roaa), %
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ccnenosaHus noseaeHust HKO




ObLLecTBEHHOe 6/1aro A06POBOILHOMO TUMA

B,,=12; C1,2= 2 P
Brioxmbes B He BKrnagbIBaTLCA
co3naHve Ob

Brioxmeca B
co3gaHue Ob

- 10;10 10;12

g

% He BKIaabIBaTLCA

= 12;10 2;2




Nonprofit 1

[Utility of Nonprofit 1,
Utility of Nonprofit 2,
Utility of the Public Agency]
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Fig. 2. Contractual game in extensive form.

[Chau, Huysentruyt ,2006]




How Nonprofits Grow: A Model
Estelle James,

Journal of Policy Analysis and Management, Vol. 2, No. 3. (Spring, 1983)

DYHKLS NOMNESHOCTU KHEKOMMEPHECKOTO» MEHEMKEPa
(PI +D1 +G1}Qt + (Pz + D, + Gz}Qz + FR —C{Qt] _C(Q:) =0,

where
(Q,/0, denote quantities of the two products,
C(Q,) denotes the cost function, assumed to be the same for both
products for notational simplicity,
P, denotes the price per unit, paid by direct recipients,
; denotes donation per unit,
; denotes government funding per unit,

R

FR  denotes total “fixed revenue,” independent of Q,
C,>0,C,>0C, =0,

z 0 but > 0 for at least one product,
< 0and U, = 0.

U,
U it
OB0oCHOBaHME HEOOXOOMMOCTU «MEPEKPECTHOMY CybCUaMPOBaAHNS

MPOV3BQACTBA HEKOMMEPHECKVX MPQIYKTOB




The nonprofit sector and industry performance
Darius Lakdawalla, Tomas Philipson
Journal of Public Economics 90 (2006) 1681— 1698

OrmMmM3aLMOHHASA MOESTb KOHKYPEHLIMM KOMMEPHECKMX U
HekoMMEPHECK/X dovpM B OTPACI TN — KOHKYPEHTHbIe
NPEMYLLIECTBA (OUPM C «HEMPMDLITHEHO» MOTUBALIMEN U
HaroroBbIMA 1 NHBIM NPEdPEPEHLISIMMA

(g, m(q))=u(yo + n(q).x(q).q)

doyHKLIMA NOne3HOCTU VPV




Table 3. Results of Panel Regressions: Effects of Board Demography on School Performance

Dependent Variable

Total Revenue Total Gifts Total Gifts Endowment Gifts

Independent Variable (in $1,000s) (in §1,000s) (in units) (in $1,000s)
Full model

1. Board size 1495 (.1016) 061 (.0204)*+ 0575 (0197 0500  (0155)*

2. Board tenure 1.1585  (3102)**+ 1554 (.0771)* lsd6  (0718)* -0015  (.0334)

3. Business executive background 13.8307 (6.5952)* 0015 (1.6951) 2031 (1.3840) -0997 (8478

4. Board humﬂgeneit}'-backgmund -1.9749  (9.2482) 79727 (2.8754)*+# -25863 (1.7431) 45146  (1.4862)**

5. Board homogeneity-ethnicity 35245 (4.1747) 34178 (1.2829)%+ 14890  (Bnd8) -2.1377  (6501)**

6. Presidential tenure -0431  (0716) 0511 (.0279) -0166  (.0121) 0239 (0139

7. Random effects 1799 4326 0956 5176

8. R 9010 6623 969 5806

a.nN 147 136 124 140

Note: Standard errors in parentheses.
0< .10, %p <.05.**p < 01

David E. Olson. Agency Theory in the Not-for-Profit Sector: Its Role at
Independent Colleges

Nonprofit and Voluntary Sector Quarterly 2000; 29; 280
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VOLUNTEER LABOUR SUPPLY: THE ROLE OF WORKERS’ MOTIVATIONS
Lorenzo CAPPELLARI, Gilberto TURATI
Annals of Public and Cooperative Economics 75:4 2004

Ycrnosust ormmMaribHoro obbema Tpyda BarnoHTepa:

dV* _UVR_C‘L“R
dR  Cyy — Uyy

dv: Uyw — Cyw
dW  Cyy — Uwy

BhicLuas Lwikona skoHomukA, 2013 i




VOLUNTEER LABOUR SUPPLY: THE ROLE OF WORKERS’ MOTIVATIONS

Lorenzo CAPPELLARI, Gilberto TURATI

Annals of Public and Cooperative Economics 75:4 2004
Table 3 — Probit estimates of volunteering probabilities

Volunteering in

Social services

Political associations

Trade union

Covariate

Age 0.018 (3.40)™* 0.022 (3.15)** 0.019 (3.43)"™**
Female 0.141 (0.96) —0.277 (1.16) 0.130 (0.83)
Education == high school 0.149 (1.38) 0.262 (1.82)* 0.111 (0.99)
Lombardy 0.073 (0.43) —0.161 (0.61) —0.632 (2.76)"**
Northern other —0.238 (1.84)* —0.187 (1.06) —0.531 (3.78)**
than Lombardy

Centre —0.213 (1.78)* 0.086 (0.57) —0.239 (2.01)**
Production 0.465 (4.24)™** —0.099 (0.62) 0.048 (0.40)
Services 0.094 (0.69) 0.136 (0.83) —0.034 (0.23)
Intrinsic motivations 0.238 (2.43)™ —0.039 (0.30) 0.073 (0.71)
Extrinsic motivations —0.152 (1.57) —0.082 (0.64) —0.055 (0.54)
Constant —2.111 (7.36)™" —2.644 (6.98) —1.926 (6.55)™
Marginal effects

of motivations!®

Intrinsic 0.051 —0.004 0.013
Extrinsic —0.026 —0.008 —0.009
Both 0.017 —0.011 0.003
Log-likelihood —428.619 —227.27 —376.44

Model »*(d.f.=10) 44,06 0.0000 19.72 0.0321 36.04 0.0001
MNum. of ocbservations 1189 1179

1180
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AHanus 3 heKTMBHOCTU B HEKOMMEPHECKOM CeKTope: NMpobrembI U peLleHUs
Bopucosa E.W., MNMonmwyk J1.U.. dkoHommuecknn xypHan BLLUD, 2009, Ne1

Pue. 1. Oupenenenme (pyHKIIMM PacCTOSHWAL

£ =]
BbiciLas LLKora akoHoMMKK, 2013 2 &
B




«HKO Ha pbIHKe coupmanbHbIX YCIyr — bornbLuon 6apsepHbIn

prudp»
[lepmckas ooLLEeCTBEHHas opraHn3aums «LIeHTp coupanbHbIX
nHupaTey, 2008

Llenb npoekTa

n3y4yeHue cucteMbl paKTopOB, BNUA FOLLMX Ha
dhopmmpoBaHMe pbiHKa coumarnbHbIX YCIYT C
aKTVBHbIM y4aCTUEeM Ha 3TOM PbIHKe
HEKOMMEPHECKMX OpraHN3aLMN.

BhicLuas Lwikona skoHomukA, 2013



«HKO Ha pbIHKe couparbHbIX YoITyr — bonbLuon 6apbepHbm pudd»
[Nepmckas obLuecTBeHHas opraHu3aLmst «LIeHTp colpanbHbiX uhnupaTviey, 2008

TABNW AHAWEOJIEE CV CTBEHHLBIE OT'PAHMOEHH A TTH PAFOTEI HKO HA PERIHEE COLIHANTBHBIN ¥CIIVLT
(% VIIOMMHAHHI)

NO OrpanudeHna ana pabotel HKO %o

1 HenocTaToYHoe hMHaAHCMpOBaHKWE WK ero OTCYTCTBME 18,95
2 HeAoCTaToYHana MaTepuanbHo-TeXxHW4YecKkan Daza unu ee oTcyTCTBME 14,52
3 HenoOCTaToK UMK OTCYTCTEME KagpoBs 10,89
4 HenoCTaTKM 3akoHodaTenbHoH Dasbl 9,27
5 OTCYTCTBME NOAASPMKWM CO CTOPOHLI BNacTH 847
b OTCYTCTBME NOMelleHWH 4,44
7 cnaboe mhdopMaumoHHoe none 3,63
3 HECTKAs KOHKYDEeHLUMWA 3a pecypchl 3,23
9 CNoXHaA npoueaypa opopMneHna yonyrm M oTYETHOCTH 2,82
10 HecdopMMpOBaHHOCTE PbIHKa COLUMAanbHbIX YCIyT 2,42
11 HenpodgeccrnoHanuam HKO 2,42
12 KOHKYPEHLMA CO CTOPOHBI MOCYAapCTBEHHBIX M MYHMLUMNANbHbLIX YyYpexaeHWn 2,02
13 couManbHaa MHdaHTUNBHOCTL HAaceneHWa 2,02
14 Henoeepue obwecTea K HKO 2,02
15 HM3IKMEe NoXoabl HAaceneHuwd 1,21
16 oTCyTCTBME npodecCMoHansHOro MeHepKMeHTa B coumanbHoi cohepe, B cdepe(l, 21

HKO

17 oTcyTcTBMe nerot ana HKO 1,21
18 0,84

M3NMLLHWIA HKOHTPONE 1 aMUHWUCTPHUPOBaHWE BNacTK
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Cnacumnbo
3a BHUMaHne!




