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ABOUT ESSENCE OF INSTITUTES OF LAW
OF THE INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS

Abstract. The law of the international organizations is understood as the set of norms, which define standard
and legal status of the concrete organizations in the international system of the relations. A key problem of the
similar rights is regulation of activity of the organizations among themselves and the state system. The regulatory
base regulating activity of the similar organizations is divided into two extensive branches. In international law
standard contracts act the main way of regulation of the activity of the organizations. There are: the documents,
establishing the procedure of interaction of the countries, the principles and operating procedure of the association
(constituent contracts, charters, agreements, etc.); the documents defining the status of personnel; the agreements
with the country of residence, confirming the rights of the organization for placement of representation;
arrangements with other institutes. Intergovernmental organizations have own legal personality, competency and
capacity. They can participate in law-making process. For example, to sign collective interstate contracts, obligatory
for execution. The international government and non-governmental organizations are created as a result of signing of
contracts on cooperation. Therefore, any organization for obtaining the status of “international” has to correspond to
a range of criteria. And for each type they are different. The independent states participate in intergovernmental as
the members of the organization, respect sovereignty of member countries. Functioning of intergovernmental
organizations is possible, taking into account the paragraphs of the foundation agreement.

Keywords:international organizations, governmental organizations, non-governmental organizations, state
system, international system, law-making treaties, regulatory base, international procedure, foundation agreements,
agreements.

When, in the middle 1990s, international organizations started to administer territory on more or less
regular basis, discussions quickly ensued in the relation to their possible privileges and immunities. After
all, international organizations and their staff are typically immune from prosecution; yet, to the extent
that administering territory includes the performance of law enforcement tasks, granting immunity from
prosecution to individuals engaged in law enforcement would be difficult reconcile with the rule of law,
whatever the precise conception of law-abiding state.

International organizations (i.e, intergovernmental entities) come in all forms and shapes. There are
roughly 300 or more of these creatures in existence and the international lawyer’s wisdom. While it is no
doubt the case that when states create an organization they use existing as models, the variety among and
between international organizations is nonetheless immense [1, P.55].

This variation is visible, when it comes to membership: organizations range from truly global (the
United Nations) to almost global (the World Trade Organization) to regional (the EU, African Union,
Organization of American States) and, indeed, even bilateral entities. In addition, some organizations have
select membership along ideological lines (NATO, the Organization for Economic Cooperation and
Development (OECD), Organization of Islamic Cooperation (OIC)). Variation is also visible with regards
to their fields of activity: some are military alliances (NATO); some deal with finance (International
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Monetary Fund (IMF)) or in effect investment banks (World Bank, Nordic Investment Bank); some
address issues of trade or other aspects of the economy (WTO, International Labor Organization (ILO);
some are essentially research entities (European Forest Institute); some address issues of general human
welfare (World Health Organization (WHQ), the United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF), United
Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization), and some have more or less general
jurisdiction (UN, Council of Europe).

Regardless of the variety among the entities are formally presented as international organizations,
there also exist entities that may not be so presented. In addition, a recent trend is the creation of
international hybrids made up of the variety of other actors, sometimes encompassing both the public and
the private sectors. Examples include the GAVI Alliance (once known as the Global Alliance for Vaccines
and Immunization) and the Global Water Partnership, while the Contact Group on Piracy off the Coast of
Somalia more closely resembles a network, with ever-changing participants, than a formal entity [2, P.61].

The law of international organizations applies by and large the same principles to all international
organizations, regardless of their composition, their set-up or their tasks. Thus, all international
organizations are thought to work on the basis of powers conferred upon them, either expressly or
impliedly, by their member states. All organizations (or parts of organizations) are granted privileges and
immunities from the jurisdiction of their member states, even if the precise scope of privileges and
immunities may differ from organization to organization. All organizations are deemed subjected to the
same international responsibility regime, authoritatively formulated by the International Law Commission
under the guidance of Special Rapporteur, Paradoxically, these results in the situation that there is no
proper law of international organizations; there are notions that apply to most or all international
organizations, such as the implied powers doctrine, but no rules that are valid for all organizations. Indeed,
it is no coincidence that no one speaks about the ‘rule of implied powers’ - the term ‘rule” would suggest
the universal applicability. If variety is the spice of life, nonetheless the law tends to treat most of these
entities as if no variation exists.

In the special literature the international organizations are typically seen as entities set up between
states to perform the task or function, based on a treaty and endowed with, at least, one organ and some
independent powers, which enable to formulate and exercise the aggregate of its member states |3, P.19].
These clements, strictly speaking, do not form legal requirements; it is generally recognized and
acknowledged that the law of interational organizations lacks a robust legal definition. Instead, they are
best regarded as regularly recurring elements, without prejudice to possible exceptions. Thus, there are
also entities widely recognized as international organizations, which are not exclusively set up between
the states: WTO, for example, counts the EU among its founding members. Likewise, there are
international organizations that have their legal basis, for instance, a resolution, adopted by another
organization, such as the UN Industrial Development Organization, set up by the General Assembly
resolution in 1966.

An important point to note these elements lays in its formal nature: international institutional law does
not look the entities, accomplished as the serious element. This is no coincidence; the prevailing concept
of international organization, with its insistence on formal characteristics, needs to come to terms with the
ambivalences, undergirding the existence of international organizations. In other words, the only
safeguard law offers against possibly malicious or nefarious international organizations, for all practical
purposes, all over the world. The general presumption of all international organizations inherently “good™
they embody international cooperation (also seen as inherently “good”) and seen to perform the task in the
public interest. Otherwise, refuse to do business with them: the invisible hand on the marketplace of
ideologies, or the invisible college of international lawyers [4, P.100].

There are surprisingly few court decisions: presenting a definition or concept of international
organization. Often, whenever an international entity appears before the court, its status as an international
organization is taken for granted or simply not considered relevant. Many cases, arriving before the
domestic courts, for example, concern the possible privileges and immunities of such entities. Since the
matter is usually governed by an agreement on privileges or immunities or a headquarters agreement, the
courts will not look further. The agreement will govern the legal relations between the entity, concerned
the state and international organization.
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Hence, case law conceming the concept of international organization extent relevant judicial
decisions; they tend to be ‘in the negative’. The one ‘positive” thing means that the Court considered as
very informative, regardless the nature of international organizations: the UN was described as a subject of
international law ‘and capable of possessing international rights and duties” [5, P.21].

Some of the work of the Permanent Court of International Justice, addressing the legal status of the
ILO in one of its very first advisory opinions, already provides a glimpse into the concept of international
organization, albeit not very explicitly. Confronted with the question of whether the ILO was empowered
to regulate the agricultural sector (in addition to industry), the Court first made it clear that it was
temperamentally disinclined to engage in any ‘theoretical” reflection on the nature of the ILO or of
organizations generally [6, P.22].

There are some court decisions, which are little more instructive and seem to have one thing in
common: they all stress that one of the hallmarks of the international organization is that it is engaged in
public tasks or works for the public good. An example of a domestic court decision along these lines is the
decision by the Court of Appeal of Paris in 1966, in Dumont Association de la Muette. After the French
Ministry of Cultural Affairs negotiated an extension to the OECD headquarters, neighbors brought
together in the Association de la Muette (the Parisian neighborhood in question was called La Muette)
complained about the disturbance and went to court to seek an order for an investigation. The lower court
agreed, upon which the contractors appealed, suggesting that public entities under French law were
outside the jurisdiction of the French courts.

The Appeals Court noted, perhaps not surprisingly, that the OECD was to be considered as an
international organization, though not as a public entity under French law. Court said a few words in
passing about international organizations, when it suggested that the OECD ‘as the fundamental aim of
realizing in the Member States the greatest possible expansion of their economies and improving the well-
being of their peoples and that it was clear and, moreover, uncontested that the OECD’s aim was ‘of
general and indeed universal interest’.

The Court of Justice of the European Communities (now the EU) has on several occasions addressed
the question to international organization. The leading decision is SAT Fluggesellschaft, in which the
Court was asked about the status of Euro control. The case arose before a Belgian court, when German
airline company (SAT) complained about the charges due to pay to Euro control, an international entity
engaged with aviation safety. SAT suggested that Euro control was guilty of abusing a dominant position,
giving rise to the question of whether Euro control should be seen as an ‘undertaking” within the meaning
of EU competition law [7, P.13].

Although some commentators interpret Article 2(4) as banning only the use of force directed at the
territorial integrity or political independence of a state, the more widely held opinion is that these are
merely intensifiers, and that the article constitutes a general prohibition, subject only to the exceptions
stated in the Charter (self-defense and Chapter VII action by the Security Council). The latter
interpretation is also supported by the historic context in which the Charter was drafted; the preamble
specifically states that “to save succeeding generations from the scourge of war, which twice in our
lifetime has brought untold sorrow to mankind” is a principal aim of the UN. This principle is now
considered to be a part of customary international law, and has the effect of banning the use of armed
force, except of two situations, authorized by the UN Charter. Firstly, the Security Council, under powers
granted in articles 24 and 25, and Chapter VII of the Charter, may authorize collective action to maintain
or enforce international peace and security. Secondly, Article 51 also states fixed: “Nothing in the present
Charter shall impair the inherent right to individual or collective self-defense if an armed attack occurs
against a state. There are also more controversial claims by some states of a right of humanitarian
intervention, reprisals and the protection of nationals abroad™ [5, P.29].

An Inter-governmental Organization (IGO) is defined as “association of States, established by and
based upon a treaty, which pursues common aims and which has its own special organs to fulfill particular
functions within the organization”. IGOs are established by treaty or other agreement. The founding treaty
or agreement acts as a charter for the organization. The legal authority and structure of the IGO can be
found in its charter. The founding charter may be annexed by additional treaties or agreements if the
functions of the organization grow over time. An IGO is provided privileges and immunities in pursuit of
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its mandate, and may be global (the United Nations) or regional (ASEAN) in scope. Privileges and
immunities include exemption from taxes, customs duties, inviolability of premises and documents, and
immunity from judicial process.

Hallmarks of an IGO: ability to enter into international agreements with other IGOs or nation states
have a legislative body with creates decisions, resolutions, directives and other legal documents that can
bind IGOs and member nation states. May have a dispute resolution body or procedure to resolve conflicts
among its member states. Often has an executive body or Secretariat that manages the 1GO. A Non-
Governmental Organization (NGO) is defined as “those organizations, founded by private individuals,
who are independent of States, oriented towards the rule of law, pursue public rather than private goals as
an objective, and possess a minimal organizational structure. NGOs are not established by treaty. They do
not have the same privileges and immunity status as an IGO; however, like an IGO, they can be global
(Human Rights Watch) or in scope. Privileges and immunities include exemption from taxes, customs
duties, inviolability of premises and documents, and immunity from judicial process [6, P.30].

The founding charter and later agreements that affect the structure of the organization can typically be
found at that organization’s web site. Documents and reports may be published directly by the 1GO, or in
other IGO publications (such as the United Nations or the Organization of American States). Anyone can
review their web sites to make that determination. Many well-known intemational organizations are
actually subsidiary bodies of the United Nations, and may collect national and international laws, related
to their mission. For example, the International Labor Organization is a specialized agency of the United
Nations. At its web site, you can find English translations of national labor legislation and related treaties,
regarding the treatment of workers.

NGO’s and the people, who organize them, are committed to the particular purpose and can be large
organizations or small groups. Their commitment often results in policy positions, reports, and collection
of national, customary and international laws that are important to their cause. For example,
the International Committee of the Red Cross maintains an excellent library of international and
customary law on the laws of war and peace.

Not all NGOs are created equally. Article 71 of the United Nations Charter provides opportunities for
NGOs to obtain consultative status with the UNO. NGOs interact with the UN Secretariat, the Economic
and Social Council, programs, funds, agencies, and UN Member States. Organizations with consultative
status have greater access to intergovernmental meetings at the UNO and with the UNO subsidiary organs,
and may have the ability to hold summits and conferences on matters of international law. These NGOs
are highly developed and provided more research materials and make their libraries available to the
organizations, without the consultative status [7, P.14].

The Security Council is authorized to determine the existence international peace and security. In
practice this power has been relatively little used, because of the presence of five veto-wielding permanent
members with interests in a given issue. Typically measures short of armed force are taken before armed
force, such as the imposition of sanctions. The first time the Security Council authorized the use of force
was in 1950, to secure a North Korecan withdrawal from South Korea. Although it was originally
envisaged by the framers of the UN Charter that the UN would have its own designated forces to use for
enforcement, the intervention was effectively controlled by the forces under United States command. The
weaknesses of the system are also notable in that the fact that the resolution was only passed because of a
Soviet boycott and the occupation of China’s seat by the Nationalist Chinese of Taiwan.

The Security Council did not authorize the use of significant armed force again until the invasion of
Kuwait by Irag in 1990. After passing resolutions, demanding a withdrawal, the Council passed
Resolution 678, which authorized the use of force and requested all member states to provide the
necessary support to a force operating in cooperation with Kuwait to ensure the withdrawal of Iraqi forces.
This resolution was never revoked, and in 2003, the Security Council passed Resolution 1441, which both
recognized that Iraq’s non-compliance with other resolutions on weapons constituted a threat to
international peace and security, and recalled that resolution 678 authorized the use of force to restore
peace and security. Thus, it is arguable that 1441 impliedly authorized the use of force.

The UN has also authorized the use of force in peacekeeping or humanitarian interventions, notably in
the former Yugoslavia, Somalia, and Sierra Leone.
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An important method develop people’ capacity for a critical understanding of the role and impact of
international organizations is the active use of case-studies, including international and domestic case-law
and cases demonstrating institutional complexities as well as the development and interpretation of legal
principles, rules and standards by particular international organizations and bodies.

The constituent documents of international organizations are strange creatures, often said to occupy a
special place in international law. On the one hand, they are treaties, concluded between duly authorized
representatives of states, and as such no different from other treaties [6, P.35].

Thus, one would expect, they are simply subject to the general law of treaties. Yet, such constituent
documents are not ordinary treaties: they establish an international organization, and, for that reason, most
authors appear inclined to grant those treatics a separate status, from which follows the applicability of
some special rules or, conversely, the argument that in some circumstances different rules apply to treaties
establishing international organizations may lead to the conclusion that these instruments therefore occupy
a special place. Constituent treaties have an ‘organic-constitutive element” which distinguishes them from
other multilateral treaties and influences their working. The constituent treatics are the ways of
functionalism in legal shape and form. Member states assign functions to their organizations, and typically
do so by means of a treaty.

As a theoretical matter, the claim that constituent documents are somechow different from other
treaties has yet to find serious elaboration and substantiation; authors usually limit themselves to detailing
in what respects organizational charters differ in practice from other treaties.

Thus, for some, an important difference is that constituent documents are often concluded for an
indefinite period; may only be amended or terminated with the help of the organization’s pertinent organs;
and are often interpreted in light of the organization’s goals. Others find the special position of constituent
documents predominantly in the common purpose served by organizations: constitutions are then
characterized by the circumstance that power is used in the pursuit of a common goal, rather than the
concurring goals.

International organizations are generally counted among the subjects of international law, together
with the states, individuals and perhaps some other entities as well. Thus, in accordance with the standard
definition of ‘subject’, they are deemed capable of independently bearing rights and obligations under the
international law [7, P.20].

In the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, it was customary for international lawyers to
claim that states could independently bear rights and obligations under international law. Other entities
were not to be considered as subjects or, at best, were analyzed in state-centric terms: as gatherings of
states, or as derogations from statchood (for example, servitudes) or as essentially unclassifiable
experiments. And the question is whether international organizations could be regarded as subjects of
international law, or reverberated into the second half of the twentieth century.

As the Intemnational Court of Justice (ICJ) recognized in the Reparation for Injuries opinion, the
subjects of international law may come in various shapes and guises. The Court held that: ‘the subjects of
law in any legal system are not necessarily identical in their nature or in the extent of their rights, and their
nature depends on the needs of the community’.

There is no standard set of rights and obligations for each and every subject of international law;
‘subject’ is a relative notion, the precise contents of which may differ from subject to subject and even
between various subjects of the same category. While it is nowadays generally recognized, at least
international organizations and individuals can be viewed as subjects of international law, not all
individuals enjoy the exact same bundle of rights and obligations under international law: it may well
make a difference, whether one lives in Norway or in Myanmar. Similarly, not all international
organizations possess identical sets of rights and obligations.

In the conclusion we would like to note, that usually, the constituent treaties of international
organizations control who can join the organization, under what conditions, and following which
procedure. This makes, in principle, perfect functionalist sense: this way, organizations and their member
states may screen applicants in terms of whether or not they are able to contribute to the organization’s
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functions. In practice, needless to say, decisions on membership do not always follow a functionalist logic:
as it turns out, such decisions are often influenced by, for example, human rights considerations, or
considerations relating more generally to the politics of the state concerned.

3.K. AonoBa, /1.0. KycaiibiHoB

XAJIBIKAPAJIBIK YHBIMIAPABIH
KYKBIK HHCTATYTTAPEIHEIH MOHI JKALTEI

AnHoTanmst. XanblKapanblK YHWBIMIAPIABIH HOPMATHBTIK JKOHE KYKBIKTBIK MOpPTEOECiH aWKBIHIANTHIH
HOPMAaJIAPABIH SKUBIHTBIFBI OCNTLI A9peskeae KYKBIKTBIK HAKTHI YHBIMIAPIBIH XaJIbIKAPAJbIK JKyHeciHE alHATIIBI.
OxapapIH HETI3TI MIHACTI - ©3apa >KOHEC OCBHIHAAH KYKBIKTHIK YHBIMAAPABIH KBI3METIH PETTEYIIH MEMICKETTIK
)kyieci. Mynmait yiisiMaapra OeTiHCTIH KBI3MCTIiH HOPMATHBTIK 0a3a MCH €Ki KeJaeMIi Keiemi. XaabIKapalrbik
KYKBIKTa YHBIMIAPIBIH KBI3MCTIH PETTCYIIH HOPMATHBTIK HETi3ri Tocimi Oosbm TaObraamel. Onapra >KaTaTBIHEL
eNICPAiH e3apa IC-KUMBUI KaFUJATTAPBI MEH PACiMi, OipiecTikTepi, >KYMBIC TOPTIOIH OCNTINEHTIH Ky>KaTTapsl
(KyphuiTall IapTHL, KAPFBIIAP, KEIICiMIe sKOHE T.0.); alfKbIHIAHTBIH KYKATTaPABIHTYIFAIBIK MOpTeOeci; kemicimmi
pacTaiThH KaOBIIIAYIIbl €IMEH OPHANACTHIPYFA YHBIMBIHBIH KYKBIKTBHIK OKUIIKTEpi; 0acka MHCTHTYTTApMCEH
YaFaanacThK. Y KIMCTApPATBIK YHBIMAADP 63 KYKBIK CYOBCKTLNIT, KYKBIKTBUIBIK, COHIAH-aK OPCKEeT KadimeTTimiri
6ap. Onap 3aH meIFapy MPOICCCIHE KATHICA a1aabl. MBICATBI, MCMJICKETAPAJIBIK KSTIiCIM 0ap YKBIMIBIK KO KOFOFA
OpBIHJAyFa MIHACTTI OO0NbIm TaObpuIaAbl. XaIbIKAPAJblK YKIMETTIK JKOHE YKIMETTIK €MeC YHbIMIapra
BIHTBIMAKTACTHIK TYPAJbI MAPTKA KOJI KOIO HOTIDKECIHAEC Kypbluansl. COHIBIKTAH Ke3 KEIreH YHBIM MOPTEOECiH
aly VIIIH «XaJbIKapajblK» CHEKTPl eImeMIepiH colkec kemyi Tmic. COHBIMEH Karap oyap apTypii OoJbimn
keneni. JKaHa ykimerapanbIk - Toyencid MEMICKETTEp KaTbIcaibl. ¥HWBIMHBIH MYIICJICPl PETIHAC OHBIH 631 1¢
(xamait OippIHFAH KypbUIBIM) KATBICYIUBI CIICPAIH ETEMEHAIri KypMmerreyre Twic. KypbuiTadl MIapTHIHBIH
YKIMETApaNbIK YHBIMIAPIBIH KYMBIC ICTCY1H TAPMAKTAPABI €CKEPE OTHIPHII JKYPTi3iiei.

Tyiiin ce3aep: XanbIKapaiblk YHBIMIAP, YKIMETTIK YHBIMAApP, YKIMETTIK eMec YHbIMIAp, MEMIICKETTIK JKYHe,
XaIBIKAPANBIKKYHE, HOPMATHBTIKKETICIMINIAPTTAP, HOPMATHBTIK  0a3a,XaNbIKapaiblk  IPOLEAYPa, KypbUITal
mIapTTap, Kejcimaep.
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O CYIHOCTH HHCTUTYTOB IIPABA
MEKIYHAPOJHEIX OPTAHM3ATIHIA

Annoramus., [lox mpaBoM MEKIYHAPOJHBIX OPTraHU3AUHH MOHHMACTCS COBOKYIHOCTH HOPM, KOTOPBIC
ONPEAC/LIIOT HOPMATUBHBIA M MPABOBOM CTAaTyC KOHKPETHBIX OPraHU3aUUil B MEXKIYHAPOJHOW CHUCTEME
orHomeHmi. Kimrouesas 3agava mOJOOHBIX MPaB- PETYJIHPOBAHKMS ACATCIHHOCTH OPTaHU3AIUH MCKIy COO0H
TOCYAAPCTBCHHOH cucTeMor. HopMaTuBHAsA 0a3a, perIaMCHTHPYIOINAS ACATCIBHOCTH MOJOOHBIX OPraHU3ALHH,
JENHUTCS HAa [BEOOHIMPHBIC OTpacid. B MEKIyHapoJHOM IIPAaBE OCHOBHBIM CIOCOOOM PETYIHPOBAHHS
JEATECIBHOCTH OPraHU3alMil BBHICTYMAKOT HOPMATUBHBIC JOTOBOPA. KHUMOTHOCSAT:JOKYMEHTBI, YCTAHABIUBAKOIINE
MPOUEAYPY B3AUMOJCHCTBHA CTPAH, MPHHIHIB H MOPAAOK PadOTHl OOBCAMHCHHA (YUPSAMTCIBHBIC TOTOBOPA,
YCTaBbl, COTNAIICHHA MW AP.);JOKYMECHTBI, ONPEACIAIOIIHE CTATyC MNEPCOHANA;COTNAINCHUA CO CTPAHOH
TPEOBIBAHMS, IMOATBEPIKIAIONINE IPAaBA OPTraHU3AIMKM HA Pa3MEIICHUE IPEICTABHTEIbCTBA;T0TOBOPCHHOCTH C
JPYTUMH HWHCTHTYTaMH. MEKIMPABUTCIICTBCHHBIC OPTaHH3AIHH HWMCIOT COOCTBCHHYIO MPABOCYOBCKTHOCTD,
MPABOMOYHOCTD, 4 TAKKE AECCHOCOOHOCTh. OHM MOTYT Y4acTBOBaTh B IPAaBOTBOPUECKOM mpouecce. Hampumep,
MOAMACHIBATh KOJUICKTHBHBIC MC)KTOCYAAPCTBCHHBIC J0OTOBOPA, KOTOPBIC ABIIOTCA OO0A3aTCABHBIMH IS
HCTIOTHEHUSA. MEKIyHAPOJHBIE TPABHTECIBCTBEHHBIE M HENMPABUTCIBLCTBCHHBIC OPraHU3ALNH CO3JAOTCA B
pe3ynbpTare MOJIMHCAHUS AOTOBOPOB O COTpyAHmUYecTBE. [103TOMY JIO0Ast OpraHM3aumsa Il IMOJIYYCHHUS CTaTyca
«MEKIYHAPOJHOI» MODKHA COOTBETCTBOBATH CHEKTPY KkpurepueB. M ang kakgoro Tuma OHH pasHeie.B
MESKIIPABUTEILCTBEHHBIX — YUACTBYIOT HE3ABUCHMBIC rocyJapcTBa. Kak uieHsl OpraHu3anuy, Tak 1 OHa cama (Kak
eauHas CTPYKTYPa) JIOJKHBI YBaXKaTh CYBEPEHHUTET CTPaH-YYaCTHHII. @y HKIHOHUPOBAHUE
MESKIPABUTEIbCTBEHHBIX OPraHU3ALNN MPOUCXOIUT C YYETOM MyHKTOB YUPEAUTEILHOTO JOTOBOPA.
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Kirouepnie ¢/10Ba: MSKAYHAPOAHBIC OPTAHA3ALNH, IIPABUTEILCTBCHHBIC OPTAHH3ALHHA, HCIPABHTCIILCTBCHHBIC
OPTaHU3ALMH, TOCY JAPCTBCHHAS CHCTEMA, MSKIYHAPOAHAS CHCTEMA, HOPMATHBHBIC TOTOBOPHL, HOPMATHUBHAA 0a3a,
MEKIYHAPOIHAA MPOLCAYPA, YIPESIUTSIBHBIC JOTOBOPHI, COTTIAIICHHUSL.
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