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Abstract. The goal of the research is comparative analysis of approaches to designing and adoption of the
regulatory impact assessment institute in the post-Soviet countries — Russia, Kazakhstan, and Kyrgyzstan, revealing
the problems and prospects of this institute development in the countries of analyzed summation.

The research was conducted using general scientific and specialized methods. General scientific methods of
comparative and evolutionary-genetic researches were applied to conduct cross-national comparisons of processes on
implanting of new national institutes in historical retrospective. The specialized methods of the institutional and
constitutional theory allowed analyzing mutual influence of legislative and economic factors for making national
decisions in the field of economy regulation within the established national systems of the state administration.

By the research results, the conclusions reflecting the specifics of the regulatory impact assessment institute
designing in Russia, Kazakhstan, and Kyrgyzstan were made in view of selection of key actors and distribution of
powers among them. The high role assigned in Kazakhstan, during the assessment institute designing, to structures
expressing the interests of the entreprencurs is noted. The level of the assessment institute maturity in the analyzed
countries is characterized.

Key words: regulatory impact assessment institute, analysis of regulatory control, regulatory policy, post-
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Introduction. An important tool favoring the enhancement of the government regulation effecti-
veness as of today is the regulatory impact assessment (hereinafter, RIA). RIA is aimed at improving the
conditions of entreprencur and investment activity, limitation of the overabundant regulation in economy.
Especially its role should be mentioned for enhancement of transparency of the national regulatory policy,
and development of the civil society. This type of the legislative acts expertise is relatively new for the
post-Soviet countries. First steps in this direction, Russia and Kazakhstan made in late 90-s of the former
century, and Kyrgyzstan made it in the beginning of 2000. However, it can be safely stated about specific
importance of this institute for forming of optimal conditions for interaction of business and government.

In this regard the goal of the conducted research was comparison of approaches to designing and
adoption of the regulatory impact assessment institute in Russia, Kazakhstan, and Kyrgyzstan, revealing of
general and specific tendencies, problems and justification of development prospects of this institute for
the analyzed countries. The selection of these countries is stipulated by their interest in development of
RIA institute, high level of economic integration, active participation in supranational international eco-
nomic unions that requires common grounds on key positions of the national regulatory policy.

Main body. Russia and Kazakhstan were among first post-Soviet countries that had the prerequisites
for adoption of RSA institute (1997 — 1998) [1]. In Kazakhstan, the first step toward this direction was
adoption of the Law on March 24, 1998, #213 “On laws and regulations™ [2] that fixed the main principles
of the research expertise conduction of legislative acts. In Russia, the starting point was 1997 when on
March 13, 1997 the government has adopted a Decree #1009 “On approval of rules for preparation of laws
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and regulations of federal bodies of the executive branch and its national registration™ [3]. These rules
fixed a capability of outside experts to conduct the work on preparation of conclusions for the laws and
legislations of federal bodies of the executive branch, and assessment conditions of budget consequences
of'its adoption.

The next step was made in the beginning of 2000. On May 20, 2002 the Kazakhstan government has
adopted a Decree #598 “On measures to improve the regulatory activity” [4] describing the process of the
research expertise of laws and regulations (legislative, criminological, linguistic, anti-corruption, ecolo-
gical). In Russia, the order according to which the regulation drafts regulating the relations of the entrep-
reneur activity relations are forwarded for expertise to the Ministry of Economic Development and Trade,
for the first time was adopted in 2004 [5]. This time Kyrgyzstan started to adopt the RIA mechanism. In
2006 they have ¢laborated “Standards on conducting of individual specialized evaluation of law drafts™.
They included different types of appraisal: gender, ecological, legislative, and on observance of human
rights and anti-corruption measures [6]. After that there was a Decree of the President dated 23 July 2007,
#344 “On some measures on optimization of permissive-regulatory system in the Republic of Kyrgyzstan™
that introduced a procedure of analysis of regulative impact (hereinafter, ARI) of permissive laws and
regulations for business activity. ARI as a process for review and optimization of the permissive regu-
latory framework of regulation in the field of business and investment activity has become an instrument
on climination of administrative obstacles and limits in this field [7]. The order of its conduction was
affirmed by “Methods of analysis of regulatory impact of legislative acts on activity of business entities™
[8]. The Law of April 5, 2008, #55 “On optimization of the regulatory framework regulation of the
Republic of Kyrgyzstan™ has assigned ARI as the main instrument for the preparation of laws and regula-
tions determining a united approach to projects and active legislation acts [9]. The obligation of the ARI
application for laws and regulations was fixed by the Law dated July 20, 2009, #241 “On laws and regu-
lations™ [10].

In Russia, RIA becomes an obligatory procedure in 2010 [11]. In Kazakhstan, adoption of RIA
clements started in 2011, when the Rules of research expertise process were amended and from now
obligated the governmental body — developer to make an assessment of social and economic consequences
of adopted bills actions [12].

In consequent years, Russia had been developing the regulatory impact assessment institute very
actively: the number of fields of economic legal relations undergone the RIA procedures increased, a
methodical base, specialized information resources and software products were developed. In Kazakhstan,
the next large step was made only in 2015 [13]. The main content of this step — transition from the laws
and regulations expertise to adoption of RIA institute oriented on the international standards of assess-
ment. In 2014, Kyrgyzstan has amended the Methodic of ARI. Its new edition has provided the ARI de-
velopers more understandable tools prescribing more different analysis and determining a structure of the
analytical note. It outlines a capability to conduct partial and full ARI. The full ARI is conducted in the
case if a size of assumed benefits or expenditures excesses 0.1% of the country GDP for the previous year
[14]. At the present time there is the ARI methodic is being improved.

While designing the RIA institute it is very important to select a proper authorized body, i.c.
governmental body that will be responsible for implementation of policy in the ficld of RIA according to
fixed powers. At selecting an authorized body, the analyzed countries used a model within which these
functions are imposed on already existing executive body. In Russia, since 2010 an authorized body in the
field of RIA on the federal level is the Ministry of Economic Development of RF. It exercises the func-
tions on elaborating the national policy and legislative regulation in the field of regulatory impact assess-
ment. In Kazakhstan, in 2011-2015 the Ministry of Economics and Budget Planning (now the Ministry of
the National Economics) was an organizer of the research economic expertise of draft laws of the
Republic of Kazakhstan. From 2016 for the Ministry of the National Economics, RIA becomes a con-
stituent part of the implemented by it policy on regulating the business activity in the Republic of Kazakh-
stan. In Kyrgyzstan the authorized body on ARI is the Ministry of Economics. It carries out an expertise
on analysis of regulatory impact of legislative acts drafts regulating business activity on its compliance
with the ARI Methodic [15].

Distribution of authorities to carry out the RIA among the authorized body and regulatory
bodies. Since 2010, Russia, on the federal-wide level, used the centralized model of RIA arrangement.
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The assessment was conducted directly by the Ministry of Economic Development of Russia. The
centralized model is the most appropriate at the stage of a new institute adoption. It helps to provide the
higher quality of RIA reports preparation, and form national standards of the assessment process. Howe-
ver, it has some disadvantages. An authorized body cannot provide specialists who are experts in that
fields of economy for regulating of which this or that legislation act is prepared. Accumulating necessary
experience, from July 1, 2013 Russia transited to decentralized model of assessment. From that moment,
the reports on RIA conducting were prepared directly by developers, federal executive bodies. The Minist-
ry of Economic Development of RF was to control the quality of the prepared reports, prepare final con-
clusions, and carrying out additional public consultations, returning a report for renewal. Along with this,
RIA arrangement in Russia is quite flexible. Particularly, at adopting in Russia a new form of retrospective
assessment (assessment of actual impact), initially, from 01.01.2016 to 01.07.2017 the assessment report
and its public discussion was conducted by the Ministry of Economic Development of Russia. By this, the
base for transition to a new form of assessment by the regulatory bodies was prepared.

In Kazakhstan, an authorized body initially was the organizer of research economic expertise of draft
legislative acts that could be conducted by research institutes, higher education institutes, experts (scien-
tists and specialists). Since 2011, the role of regulatory bodies, that carlier actually only waited for the
expertise results, became more active. The regulators started to prepare Passports on assessing social and
economic consequences of adopted bills action. And, finally, since 2016 the regulatory bodies prepare a
report on assessment carrying out that is further forwarded to the authorized body. Along with this, the
model currently forming in Kazakhstan cannot definitely be considered as decentralized. The major part in
its functioning belongs to the National Chamber of Entreprencurs of the Republic of Kazakhstan that
conducts the obligatory expertise of draft laws concepts, drafts of legislative and other regulatory acts
related to the interests of private entreprencurship entities [16], and the Interagency Committee on the
issue of business regulation [17]. Adoption of a new regulatory instrument is conducted upon the recom-
mendation of the authorized body only after consideration at the session of the Interagency Committee.

The Republic of Kyrgyzstan uses the decentralized approach for ARI development. In 2008, for
implementation of ARI process, the Interagency Commission on optimization of legislative base for
entrepreneurship activities regulation was created; it was the body assessing the reasonability of keeping
these or those regulation standards. And this assessment was conducted after the interested national bodies
provided ARI for the existing legislative act [18]. Its legal successor was the Interagency Commission on
reforming the system of the national regulation of entreprencurship activities. The operation of this Com-
mission is aimed at introducing proposals on creating legislative base regulating the entrepreneurship
activities, and meeting the principles of market economy [19]. The analysis of regulatory impact is
conducted according to the adopted Methodic and is ensured by the developer of the legislative act, i.e. by
executive bodies and local authorities. However, at local level ARI is not applied during development of
the draft legislative acts regulating the entrepreneurship activities.

Mechanism of conflict resolution between an authorized authority and regulatory body. One of
the key parameters for RIA institute designing is also a mechanism of conflict resolution between the
authorized body and regulatory body. In practice, to resolve the arising conflicts, different instruments are
used. If the conclusion is negative then a long cycle of conciliation procedures is launched: the laws and
regulation draft can be returned for renewal, submitted for additional discussion, repeated public consul-
tations, etc. In some countries, the authorized body has veto power on adopting laws and regulations act
hampering the entreprencurship activities.

In Russia, the authorized body possesses quite wide capabilities for solving the arising conflicts. In
the case of negative conclusion of the authorized body the law and regulation act draft is returned for rene-
wal. If after this action, the disagreements are not resolved, a supervisor submitting the draft shall ensure
its discussion with leaders of the authorized body to come to mutually acceptable solution. On federal
level the draft act of the government can be submitted to the government with disagreements only together
with a protocol of conciliation meeting and remark originals signed by corresponding leaders or their
deputies by order of the leaders having the disagreements. Since July 1, 2015 the Ministry of Economic
Development of Russia has a right to return a draft act to the developer without its conclusion on RIA if
the RIA procedure was violated (Ministry of Economic Development of Russia informs the developer in
written form during five developer days on revealed violations of the procedure). Earlier upon revealing of
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violations and sending of cumulative report for renewal, the Ministry of Economic Development, never-
theless, had to prepare a conclusion on carrying out the RIA.

Along with this, quite often, at carly stages of RIA adoption an opinion of the authorized body on the
results of laws and regulations assessment is of advisory nature. For instance, in Kazakhstan, at negative
conclusion of the research expertise, the Majilis Bureau made a decision itself on renew of a draft legisla-
tive act according to proposals of expert conclusion. Since 2016 the situation changed significantly [20].
Now, if the authorized body gives a negative conclusion the regulator renews the report and forwards it for
repeated consideration. If complaints to the report still remain after the renewal, and alternative assess-
ment can be carried out. An initiator of the alternative assessment can be the authorized body, National
Chamber of Entreprencurs or other interested persons. In case of the regulatory body disagreement with
the results of alternative assessment, the renewed documents are again submitted to the authorized body.
In case of regulatory national body disagreement with results of alternative analysis, the final decision is
made by the Interagency Commission on issues of business activity regulation.

In Kyrgyzstan, by the results of draft legislative act consideration, there can be a decision to return
the draft for renewal indicating the remarks and suggestions. However, the laws and regulation act is to be
rejected in case of lack of justification prepared on the base of regulatory impact analysis [21].

Discussion. The analysis of the obtained results show that Russia, Kazakhstan, and Kyrgyzstan con-
sider RIA as a contemporary institute of the state management having large potential [22, 23]. While
designing RIA institute the variety of economic, legislative, social, and culture factors should be consi-
dered for its effective functioning, as well as necessity of integrated researches in this field [24-26].

In view of approaches to adoption of RIA institute into the practice of the state management, there are
some definite differences. For instance, Kazakhstan authors underline a necessity to use simple and
understandable methods, gradual adoption of RIA institute [27, 28]. In whole, it is necessary to agree with
this approach. However, the analysis conducted within this research shows that transition to a new model
of assessment in Kazakhstan in 2016 has interrupted this succession to some degree. In Russia, in view of
scale and intensity, RIA institute adoption can be considered as more mature. For example, RIA is obliga-
tory for implementation at RF entities, and at major part of municipal bodies [29]. At this, the priority one
is the problem of RIA institute operability and often its formal, burecaucratic character, lack of through
economic analysis of consequences of legislative acts adoption [30, 31].

The important thing for investigation of approaches to designing of RIA institute is analysis of this
institute role in the system of the national economic policy in whole, and regulatory policy in particular.
And here the important is the difference related to the issue, if the development of a definite institute
enters the system of the national priorities of the highest order [32, 33]. Within such an approach it is
necessary to admit that despite long history and scales of RIA adoption into the practice of decision-
making process in Russia, for the present moment Kazakhstan tries to implement more well-shaped and
integrated concept in its content. Within the implemented paradigm, RIA institute becomes one of the key
instruments of the national policy on economy regulating. Its development is considered together with
development of the institutional system of entrepreneurship activity regulation, the system of permissive
procedures, the state control and supervision, and self-regulation [34]. Creation of RIA effective system is
fixed as a strategic priority for Kazakhstan development [35]. The future will show what approach —
maximum wide coverage of possible subject arcas and authority levels, enlargement of RIA application
field in real managing practice, or affirmation of values that in future will gradually become a base for
making decisions, will be more effective.

The problems mentioned above are also noted by Kyrgyzstan experts [36, 37, 38]. Within the institu-
tional model active in Kyrgyzstan, application of ARI to draft legislation acts regulating the entrepre-
neurship activity, in essence, is of formal nature. There are no full-fledged structural subdivisions in
Ministries and Agencies to carry out ARI, no effective mechanisms of the institutes interaction on ARI
between the government, Zhogarku Kenesh and the National Bank; independent institutes for monitoring
and assessment of actual impact of active laws and regulations on entreprencurship development. The
active institutes of ARI do not cover Zhogarku Kenesh, the National Bank of Kyrgyzstan and regions
level, including the local autonomous bodies [39].
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Conclusion.

1. Designing of RIA institute in the considered countries, on the one hand, is based on the experience
of the national regulation of economy available in the country, and on the other hand reflects the features
of interaction between the state, business and society. As result, even at formal coincidence of the imple-
mented institutional models, the influence capabilities of the main RIA participants on the process of
decision making can differ significantly.

2. The functions of the authorized body, in Russia, Kazakhstan, and Kyrgyzstan are imposed on a
Ministry responsible for implementation of the national economic policy in the country (Ministry of Eco-
nomic Development, Ministry of the National Economics, Ministry of Economics, respectively). Under
such approach, at the stage of RIA national system establishing, there is an opportunity to use knowledge,
qualification and other resources of already long-time operating structures, optimize expenditures on
adopting new instrument of management.

3. Russia, Kazakhstan, and Kyrgyzstan are forming the national system of RIA orienting on decen-
tralized model of assessment arrangement. The flexibility and adaptability of the RIA national system in
Russia is ensured by free selection of assessment model on the subnational level and opportunity to choose
another RIA model at adopting of new types of assessment. In Kazakhstan and Kyrgyzstan, an opportunity
of different models coexistence within a united legislative field is not provided yet. However, Kazakhstan
has mechanisms of “checks and balances™. This role is implemented by the National Chamber of Entre-
preneurs and Interagency Commission on the issues of entreprencurship activity regulation.

4. In case of conflicts arising between an authorized body and regulatory body in the analyzed count-
ries, the complex conciliation procedures are foreseen. In Kazakhstan, while solving such disagreements
the role of advisory bodies and organizations protecting the interests of entrepreneurs is much higher. In
particular, the National Chamber of Entrepreneurs of the Republic of Kazakhstan can initiate the process
of alternative assessment of regulating impact, and the Interagency Commission on the issues of
entrepreneurship activity regulation has a right to make a final decision if irremediable disagreements exist
between the authorized authority and regulatory body.

5. At the present time, Russia, Kazakhstan, and Kyrgyzstan created the main legislative and organi-
zational prerequisites to conduct the regulatory impact assessment; however, the adoption of the discussed
institute cannot be considered as completed. In Russia the RIA institute is more mature, starting from 2010
the RIA develops within one concept which developer and performer is the Ministry of Economic Deve-
lopment of RF. In Kazakhstan, in 2015 there was sharp step forward, there was a reject, to some extent,
from the established practice of gradual adoption of new institutes of management. In Kyrgyzstan the ARI
institute continues its development. However, there are some system problems impeding to enhance the
quality of ARI process. Along with this, enhancement of RIA role in the system of instruments of the
national regulation of economy, more integrated interpretation of RIA as a key element of regulation
policy of the entreprencurship activity allow making positive forecast regarding the prospects of its deve-
lopment. At this, the quality of the countries models and RIA systems is important for forming of effective
supranational model including the system of Eurasian economic commission regulation.
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H. Typreas', A. Manza6exona’, 3. CaTnaesa’

'Opan denepanas yausepcnreri, Exarepunbypr, Pecei,
*KP BitiM ’0HE FBUTBIM MHHHCTPJITi FHITBIM KOMHTETiHIH DKOHOMHKA HHCTHTYTHI,
Amvarsr, Kazakcran

POCCHA, KASAKCTAH K9HE KbIPFbI3CTAHJATBI
PETTEYIILIIK OCEPJAI BAFAJTAY HHCTUTYTBIH KOBAJIAY TOCIJIAEPIHE
CAJBICTBIPMAJIBI TAJLJIAY KACAY

AnHoTamus. 3epTTCYIiH MAKCATHI — IIOCTKCHECTIK KeHiCTIKTEr, kA Peceit, Kazakcran xone KpIpreIscTan e1-
JIepiHIeT] PEeTTEY MK dcepAi OaFaaay HHCTHTYTHIH »K00aj1ay MCH CHTI3y TICIIACPIHE CANBICTHIPMAIIbI TANAAY Kacay
JKOHC ATAJMBIII WHCTHTYTTHIH Talday >KACAJFAH CIACPIACTI JaMy MPoOiIeManapsl MCH KEJICIICTIH aHBIKTAY OOJIBII
TaObIIAIBL. .

3epTTey JKaNmbl FHUIBIMH JXKOHC MAMAHAAHABIPBUFAH SJICTEPAl MadgamaHa OTHIPHI »kyprizinmi. CambIcThip-
MAJIBI ’K9HE 3BOJIOIMSLIBIK-TCHETHKANBIK 3EPTTEYICPAIH JKAMIBI FHUIBIME SJICTEPl TAPHXH PETPOCTICKTHBAAA YKAHA
MCMJICKCTTIK HHCTHUTYTTAPABIH HMIUIAHTALHS MPOUCCTCPIHES KPOCC-YITTHIK CATBICTRIPYIApP KYPTi3y VINiH Maigana-
HBUIABL. MaMaHAAHABIPHUFAH WHCTHUTYIHOHANABIK JKOHE KOHCTHUTYLMSJIBIK TCOPHS SIiCTEpl MEMIICKETTIK Oacka-
PYABIH KOJIIAHBICTAFHI YITTHIK JKYHEICPIHIH MEHOEPIiHAE SKOHOMUKAIBIK PETTEY CATAChIHAAFbl MEMICKETTIK IICII-
iMaepal KaObLIgay KE3iHAC KYKBIKTBIK SKOHC JKOHOMHKANBIK (DAKTOPIAPIBIH 63apa BIKMAITACTHIFBIH TAIIAyFa
MYMKIHZIK Oepi.

3epTTeyiH KOPHITHIHABICH OofibiHIIa Pecelt, Kazakcran skoHE KBIpFRI3CTAHIAFBI PETTEYIILTIK dcepai Oaranay
HWHCTUTYTHIH K00ANayJblH OJApIBIH apachlHAA HETI3ri CyOBEKTLNEpAl IpIKTEY XKOHE OJAapIbIH apachlHAA OKLIeT-
TIKTEpAl 06y asSCHIHAAFHI CPEKIICTIKTEPIiH KOPCETETIH TYKBIPBIMIAP Kacamapl. baranay MHCTHTYTHIH jk00anay Ke-
singe KaszakcraHmarsl KOCIMKEPIICPAiH MYIACCIH OLITipeTiH KyphUIBIMAAPFA SKOFapbl penx OeminreH. Tamaay
’KacaJaThIH exepae Oaranay HHCTHTY THIHBIH XKETLTY A9PEXKECiHe cumarrama Oepiim.

Tyiiin ce3aep: peTTCYMUTK ocepai Oaramay HHCTHTYTHL PCTTCYIO 9CCPAl Tamaay, PETTCYINN CascaT, MmoCT-
KEHECTIK KCHICTIK, CHIAIPY MPOOIeMAaIapsl, CAIBICTHIPMAIIBI TAIAAY.
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H. Typreas', A. Manza6exona’, 3. CaTnaesa’

'Vpansckmit (enepansHeLi yaHBEpCHTET, EXaTepuuOypr, Poccus,
* MucTuTyT 3k0oHOMEKH KoMmuTeTa Hayku MuHHCTEpCTBA 06pasosanus H Hayku PK, Amvarer, Kazaxcran

CPABHHUTEJBHBII AHAJTA3 TOAX0A0B )
K IPOEKTHPOBAHMIO WHCTUTYTA OIEHKY PET'YJIMPYIOIIETO BO3AEHCTBHASA
B POCCHH, KA3AXCTAHE M KbIPTBI3CTAHE

Annoramus. Llemsio HCCIea0BaHUA SBIICTCH CPABHUTCIBHBIN AHAIH3 MOAX0J0B K MPOCKTHPOBAHHIO M BHC-
JPEHHI0O WHCTUTYTA OLCHKH PETYIHMPYIOIIETO BO3ACHCTBHS B CTPAaHAX IOCTCOBETCKOTO NMPOCTpaHCTBa — Poccum,
Kazaxcrane u KsIprei3cTane, BBIABICHHC MPOOICM H MCPCHCKTHB PA3BUTHA JAHHOTO HHCTHTYTA B CTpaHAX aHA-
JU3UPYEMOM COBOKY THOCTH.

HccnemoBaHHE MPOBEACHO C HCMOJIB30BAHACM KAK OOIICHAYYHBIX, TAK H CICHHATH3HPOBAHHBIX MCETOIOB.
OO0meHAyYHBIC MCTOABI CPABHHUTCIBHBIX H JBOFOMHOHHO-TCHCTHUCCKHX HCCIICAOBAHHI HMCHOIB30BAHBI I TPO-
BEACHHA KPOCC-HAIHOHAJBHBIX CPABHCHUH MPOLCCCOB UMILIAHTAIIMH HOBBIX TOCYJAPCTBCHHBIX HHCTHTYTOB B HCTO-
pUHeCKoil perpocnekTuse. CHenHATH3HPOBAHHBIC MCTOABI WHCTHTYIHOHATGHOW W KOHCTHTYIHOHATHHOH TCOPHH
TMO3BOJIMIA TPOAHATH3HPOBATh B3AUMHOC BIUSHHC MPABOBBIX H JKOHOMHUYCCKUX (DAKTOPOB MpPH HPHHATHH TO-
CYJAPCTBCHHBIX PCIICHHH B C()epe PeryTHPOBAHHA SKOHOMHKH B PAMKAX CJIOKHBINMXCS HAHOHAIBHBIX CHCTCM
TOCY JAPCTBCHHOTO YIIPABICHHU.

ITo mwToraM WCCICOOBAHHUS CICTAHBI BBHIBOIBI, OTPAKAIOMINC CHCHH(PHKY MPOCKTHPOBAHUSA HHCTHTYTA OLCHKH
peryaupyromero Bo3aeicTeus B Poccun, Kaszaxcrane u Keiprezcrane ¢ TOUKH 3peHIS BHIOOPA KIFOUEBBIX AKTEPOB U
PACTIPpSICACHHS MCKITYy HHMH TMOTHOMOYHMIT. OTMEUCHA BBICOKAS POJb, KOTOPAsS NMPH MPOCKTHPOBAHWH HHCTHTYTA
omncHKH OTBeacHA B KaszaxcraHe CTPYKTypaM, BRIPAXKAIOMIMM HHTCPCCHI MpeampuHUMAaTeieH. OXapakTepu30BaHA
CTCTICHB 3PCIOCTH HHCTHTYTA OUCHKH B AHAIH3HPYCMBIX CTPAHAX.

KmodeBnie CJ10BA: MHCTUTYT OLCHKH PETYTHPYIOMICTO BO3ACHCTBHSA, AHAW3 PETYJATHBHOTO BO3ACHCTBHA,
PETYIATOPHAS MOMTHKA, IOCTCOBETCKOC MPOCTPAHCTBO, MPOOICMBI BHCIPCHASA, CPABHUTCTHHBIH AHATH3.
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