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ON THE ISSUE OF REGULATORY FRAMEWORK
FOR STATE GOVERNANCE AND MANAGEMENT
OF ECONOMIC ACTIVITIES IN UKRAINE

The aim of this article is to consider the regulatory framework of state governance and man-
agement of economic activity in Ukraine the notion of relevant framework, the nature of the
relations that such framework applies its effectiveness.

The methods of formal logic are used: analysis, synthesis, induction, deduction, analogy,
generalization. The author analyzes the notion of “legislative” and ‘‘framework”, based on
she synthesizes and generalizes her own vision of the concepts of “legislative framework”
and “‘regulatory framework”. Relationship about state governance and management of eco-
nomic activity is delimited deductively. Conclusions are drawn about the effectiveness of the
regulatory framework of the relevant direction of States activities with applying induction.

The view expressed that the legislative framework should be included only laws of Ukraine
and international agreements ratified by the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine, the consent of
which is binding on the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine.

Results and conclusions. It is emphasized on the need to delimit the terms “regulatory frame-
work”, “legislative framework”, “law framework”. The ratio of the latter two concepts can be
determined by analogy between the concepts of “system of legislation” and “system of law”.

The author draws attention to the fact that the principle of the definition of the range of
relations covered by the regulatory framework for state governance and management of
economic activity is the understanding of the subject of such activity — the state, which is
endowed with both powers of authority and economic legal personality. At first case, it is
state governance, at second — state management. Therefore, the relevant regulatory frame-
work unites sources that determine the rules of conduct for the state — the subject of power
and the state — a subject with economic legal personality.

It was also emphasized that the quality of the regulatory framework of state governance
and management of economic activity in Ukraine depends on the proper implementation of
the state regulatory policy in the field of economic activity, primarily the principles of the
relevant policy. They defined by the Law of Ukraine “On the Principles of State Regulatory
Policy in the Field of Economic Activity”: expediency, adequacy, efficiency, balance, predict-
ability and take into account of public opinion.

The latter may serve as criteria for regulatory acts in the field of economic activity, the discrep-
ancy with them is indicates the poor quality of such legal act and the inexpediency of accep-
tance. At the same time, the quality of regulatory acts indicates the level of state regulatory pol-
icy as a whole, and their application effectiveness of state governance of economic activities.

The author made a conclusion that in order to eradicate the practice of adopting regulatory acts
on the same issues, relevant legislation should be primarily incorporated with subsequent codifi-
cation. Those regulatory acts that management economic, in particular, organizational and eco-
nomic relations, shall be codified within the Economic Code of Ukraine, those acts that govern
administrative relations — in a special law and future Code of Administrative Procedures.

Key words: legislation, legislative, economic legal personality of the state, powers of the
state, principles of state regulatory policy, systematization of legislation.
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1. Introduction

Development of market relations, active integration pro-
cesses in which Ukraine is involved, constant legislative
changes complicate operation processes of various economic
entities, their engagement in various types of economic activ-
ities. It is a well-known fact that the proper operation of eco-
nomic entities of various forms of incorporation and forms
of ownership is a guarantee for the development of state
economy as a whole. At the same time, the proper economy
organization in any state is essential for the successful state
activity, satisfaction of citizens’ demands, ensuring the social
orientation of its development. For the effective operation
of any organized system, it requires proper management. An
important role in management of such a system as an econ-
omy assigned to the state.

In many scientific legal studies we may find the terms
“regulatory”, “legislative”, “law” framework. However, their
clear definition was not developed. At the same time, it’s
commonly believed that such framework is the foundation,
the basis for the certain type of activity, which determines its
limits, particularly when it comes to the state, its activities
and implementation of its functions. This article is devoted to
such range of problems.

2. The concepts of
and “legal” framework

When defining the legislative framework, academics gen-
erally indicate it’s components instead of giving definition
to the concept. I.H. Yanenkova, when analyzing the legisla-
tive framework for the operation of enterprises, points out
that ““it covers both economic laws in its own sense, as well
as other regulatory acts governing economic life issues”
(Yanenkova, 2012). Legislative framework as a range of reg-
ulatory acts (Nahorichna, Konovalov, 2014) or their corpus
(Yushyna, 2007) as respective legislation (Bakalinska, 2014)
is interpreted also in other studies. When elaborating the new
provisions on legal foundations of state regulation of entre-
preneurial activity in Ukraine, V.V. Dobrovolska (Dobrovol-
ska, 2007) defines the law framework for state regulation
of entrepreneurial activity, pointing out that this concept has
no unequivocal definition, being still under development,
and analyzes some particular regulations. T.M. Kravtsova in
her study states that “laws and regulations ensure the nec-
essary legal regime of provision and protection of public
and private interests in the field of economic activity”

“legislative”, “regulatory”
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(Kravtsova, 2006), however, she neither propose a definition of provision nor specify
the type of provision in question, whether legislative or law.

In order to determine the concept of “legislative framework™ it is worth referring to
the etymology of the concepts that make up this phrase.

The concept of “provision”, in particular, means “satisfaction of someone, some-
thing in any needs, creating of reliable conditions for the implementation of something,
ensuring something” (Slovopediia; Busel, 2005). Therefore, legislative provision can be
understood as creating reliable conditions for the implementation of something, ensuring
something at the legislative level.

The term “legislative” derives from the noun “legislation”, the definition of which
enables us to understand what the concept of “legislative” implies.

As it comes from the literature, the notion of “legislation” is possible to apply both
in broad and narrow sense. Broad approach means that the notion of legislation covers
the acts of legislative bodies and subordinate acts (acts of state administration agen-
cies, etc.). The narrow approach includes the acts of the legislative body and resolutions
of the Verkhovna Rada enacting these laws (Skakun, 2000). This position is debatable.

Throughout the textbooks you may also find a view that a broad understanding of
legislation undermines the role of law, combining laws and subordinate acts. The broad
understanding of legislation is the way to attenuate the law, to substitute it with mana-
gerial decisions (Livshits, 1994). Interesting is the position of the Constitutional Court
of Ukraine set out in the decision Ne 12-pri/98 of July 9, 1998 as for the term of “legis-
lation” (Constitutional Court of Ukraine, 1998). According to this decision of the Con-
stitutional Court, the concept of “legislation” covers the laws of Ukraine, international
treaties Ukraine in force declared binding by the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine as well
as resolutions of the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine, decrees of the President of Ukraine,
decrees and resolutions of the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine approved within their
competence and authorities and pursuant to the Constitution of Ukraine and the laws
of Ukraine. Thus, the concept of “legislation” does not cover regulatory acts issued
by central executive authorities. That is, in our opinion, not sufficiently justified, since
the acts of the highest body of executive power are covered by this concept. However,
proceeding from the approach of the theory of administrative law which does not lodge
the state administration with the powers to adopt subordinate legal acts, empowering it
to concentrate its efforts on executive activities related to application of laws and issue
of individual administrative acts of personified nature exclusively (Halunko et al.,
2018) it can be argued that such a position of the Constitutional Court actually sup-
ports this approach. At the same time, we consider the practical implementation of such
an approach in our state to be impossible at its present development stage.

At the same time the judgment of the Constitutional Court of Ukraine on the con-
stitutional application of the Supreme Court of Ukraine on compliance with the Con-
stitution of Ukraine (constitutionality) of the provisions of Article 69 of the Criminal
Code of Ukraine (the case on imposition of reduced sentence) (Constitutional Court
of Ukraine, 2004) states that one of the instances of the rule of law is that the law is not
limited to legislation as one of its forms only. It also includes other social controllers as
well, in particular norms of morality, traditions, customs, etc., legitimated by society
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and determined by historically achieved cultural level of society. Therefore, legislation
is not the only form of law, thus this concept should not cover the whole range of regu-
latory controllers existing in society.

Approaches to interpretation of “legislation” concept are integrated into the legal ency-
clopedia (Shemshuchenko, 1999). It gives several definitions of the concept: 1) the system
of laws of Ukraine; 2) in the broad sense, the system of laws and other regulatory acts
adopted by the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine and the highest bodies of executive power — reso-
lutions of the Verkhovna Rada, decrees of the President of Ukraine, resolutions and decrees
of the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine; 3) in the broadest sense, a system of laws and reso-
lutions of the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine, decrees of the President of Ukraine, resolutions,
decrees and ordinances of the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine, as well as regulatory acts
of departments and agencies, local councils and local state administrations.

It stands to mention the separate opinion of M.D. Savenko as to the decision
of the Constitutional Court of Ukraine of July 9, 1998 Ne 12-pni/98, in which he stated
that the concept of “legislation” should be restricted to a set of laws adopted by the Verk-
hovna Rada of Ukraine (Savenko, 1998).

Such interpretation of this term will promote a unified approach to its essence,
the certainty of the range of subjects authorized to regulate particular social relations
by adopting relevant legislation. After all, pursuant to the Constitution of Ukraine (Arti-
cle 75), the only body of legislative power in Ukraine is the Parliament — Verkhovna
Rada of Ukraine, which adopts laws and declares binding international treaties in force.
Thus, legislative framework should be represented only by the laws of Ukraine and inter-
national treaties ratified by the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine, which declared them bind-
ing (Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine, 1996).

Therefore, it is required to make a distinction between the terms “regulatory frame-
work” and “legislative framework”. At the same time, the latter is a component of the first.

We should also point out that it makes sense to consider also the relationship between
the above concepts with the concept of “law framework” when defining the framework
for state governance and management of economic activities.

In our opinion, it is possible to determine the interrelation of these concepts by analogy
between the concepts of “system of law” and “system of legislation”. Ye.V. Petrov aptly
pointed out that “the system of law and the system of legislation may coexist in a large
number of variations, from complete discrepancy to complete substitution of the sys-
tem of law by the system of legislation. Both options are typical for the states with
undemocratic regime of state power organization and implementation. Existence of law
and legislation side-by-side, as well as negation of law beyond the scope of legislation
is typical for such regimes. In democratic states, the system of legislation is an integral
part of the system of law” (Petrov, 2012). Consequently, legislative framework is one
of the elements of regulatory framework — shall be an integral part of law framework.

Then, the regulatory framework for state governance and management of economic
activities is represented by the sources of legal regulation of state’s implementation
of such activities. Identification of such sources for state governance and management
of economic activities determines the need to make a distinction between the relations
that may arise in such a case.
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3. The essence of state management of economic activities

State governance and management of economic activities is performed primarily by
the relevant state authorities that exercise their powers within the limits prescribed by
the Constitution and subject to compliance with the laws of Ukraine.

In determination of the range of relations covered by the regulatory framework
for state governance or management of economic activities, the principal is the issue
of understanding the subject of such activity — the state, which possess both powers
of authority and economic legal personality.

Implementation of relevant activity by the state as a power entity should understood
as state governance of economic activities. It involves the organizational and power
activities of state authorities (officials), which implements the functions of state gover-
nance of the social relations that originate, change and terminate resulting from engage-
ment in economic activities or implementation of the intention to engage in them by state
at large and aimed at performing the economic function of the state.

In the case when the state implements its economic legal personality (state manage-
ment of economic activities), it exercises state administration in relation to enterprises
created on its own or through its participation by means of organization and management
of the economic activities of a particular enterprise.

Thus, the essence of the concept of “state governance of economic activities” should
base on the concept of state regulation of the economy, since the concept of “economy”
means state economy as a whole. While the state management of economic activities
actually means organizational and economic relations, in which the government author-
ity acts as a subject of organizational and economic powers, realizing its economic legal
personality. Organizational and economic relations that mediate the state management
of economic activity at the micro level have their own peculiarities related to the legal
regime of property used to establish a business entity, which determines the specifics
of state corporate rights.

Due to aforementioned, the regulatory framework for state governance and manage-
ment of economic activities integrates sources that determine the rules of conduct for
a state as a subject of power and a state as a subject with economic legal personality.

It is worth noting that during the Ukraine’s membership within the USSR and purely
state ownership of the national economy, the issue of regulatory framework for rele-
vant activities of state was by definition treated in a comprehensive way. In this case,
it was a question of state regulation of the national economy. After all, each economic
entity was in charge of a certain state authority, and “in reality, the management body
and its subordinate entities worked in a strong connection, close unity, their activities
were a seamless whole — the process of economic activity in a certain part of the socialist
economy” (Pronska, 2013). It was not necessary to separate state governance and state
management.

4. The issues of effectiveness and improvement of regulatory framework

Effectiveness of regulatory framework for state governance and management of eco-
nomic activities depends to a large extent on law enforcement practice. Unlike many
other states, Ukraine has quite high level of regulatory activity development, however
law enforcement practice is still deficient and ineffective (Bakalinska, 2014). As it fol-
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lows from the periodicals, “when it comes to the legal support of economy, the loss
of the connection between science and legislative practice is worth attention. It needs to
be recognized that parliamentary practice, which may be characterized by progressive
clannishness and utilitarian approach has technically turned away from science, how-
ever science does not display perseverance in advocating its positions as for improv-
ing the quality of legislation” (Znamenskyi, 2010). At the same time, law-making
even actualized in the form of unsystematic development of economic and legal legi-
slative innovations may confirm or refute many findings of the science of economic
law. After all, law-making objectively tends to the actual needs of social interactions,
and has certain objective regularities indicating the directions for further economic
and legal development (Podtserkovnyi, 2010).Therefore, only choosing one object
(for the purpose of study and formulation of proposals — by researcher, for regulation
of state relations involving this object — by lawmakers) may show discrepancy or simi-
larity between the views of scientists and lawmakers, but, unfortunately, not their coop-
eration aimed at creation of effective legal regulation.

Thus, success in development of laws and subordinate regulatory acts is of a direct
dependence of rule maker’s legal culture, their level of proficiency in rulemaking
technique, depth of scientific support, and due consideration of public opinion in
this process.

The scholars believe that legal technology will become a panacea for high quality
legislation. The legal technique is aimed at the perfect formation of a regulatory act
and its contents. It should ensure a high quality of both legislative and subordinate
act, that is, its compliance with all content-related criteria and formal legal require-
ments (Lehin, 2016).

We believe that the quality of regulatory framework for state governance of economic
activity depends basically on the proper implementation of the state regulatory policy in
the field of economic activity, principles of such policy stipulated by Law of Ukraine
“On Principles of State Regulatory Policy in Economic Activity”: advisability, adequacy,
efficiency, balance, predictability and due regard to state opinion. These principles may
serve as criteria for regulatory acts in the field of economic activity, and inconsistency
with them indicates the poor quality of particular legal act and inadvisability of its adop-
tion. At the same time, the quality of regulatory acts clearly shows the level of state regu-
latory policy on the whole, while their application — the effectiveness of state governance
of economic activities.

The need to improve the regulatory framework for state governance and manage-
ment of economic activities, get rid of obsolete norms, eliminate the gaps in current
regulatory acts, harmonization for the effective application of legislative acts determines
the advisability to systematize legislation in the area in question. We share the opin-
ion of V.P. Plavych that “harmonization of legislation on the principles established by
the Constitution, overcoming the conflicts between the Constitution and laws, as well as
harmonization of the provisions of national legislation with international law is possible
in the most effective way through the systematization of legislation” (Plavych, 2002).
Branch division, complexity and diversity of regulating acts constituting the regulatory
framework of state governance and management of economic activities do not provide
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an opportunity to choose a certain type of its systematization. Therefore, we believe that
in order to eradicate the practice of adopting regulatory acts on the same issues, relevant
legislation should be primarily incorporated with subsequent codification.

Taking into account the fact that the regulatory framework for state governance
and management of economic activities includes regulatory acts of administrative
and economic law, which once again justifies the importance of differentiation of rela-
tions that arise during state’s performance of this activity, they should have different
basis for incorporation and codification.

Those regulatory acts that management economic, in particular, organizational
and economic relations, shall be codified within the Economic Code of Ukraine, which
is open to regulate the procedure on implementation of organizational and economic
powers, especially in the state sector of the economy. Those acts that govern administra-
tive relations shall be codified within the framework of the development and adoption
of a special law. It would determine the basis for interaction between state authorities,
local self-government and private individuals which pursues establishing the economic
order in Ukraine, as well as the future Code of Administrative Procedures (Administra-
tive Procedural Code) in a separate section on the procedural issues of such interaction.

Therefore, the main purpose of such systematization is establishing clear and effec-
tive regulatory framework for state governance and management of economy aimed
atachieving priorities specified in the Strategies and Concepts of our State’s Development
approved by the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine and the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine.
As it follows from the scientific works, the world practice has far back proven that leg-
islation can be considered civilized only when it represents a systemic balance of expe-
diency, justice and stability (Znamenskyi, 2010). That is the conditions which can be
achieved in compliance with the principles of state regulatory policy in the field of eco-
nomic activity that allow us to claim that the regulatory framework of state governance
and management of economic activities in Ukraine is of high quality and efficiency.

5. Conclusions

Thus, the regulatory framework of state governance and management of economic
activity is one of the constituent elements of law framework and includes legislative
framework, but not limited to the latter. The ratio of the “legislative framework™ and “law
framework” can be determined by analogy between the concepts of “system of legisla-
tion” and “system of law”. To determine the sources of regulatory framework of state
governance and management of economic activity, it is necessary to take into account two
levels of state activity in economic sphere — macro level (the state implements power —
state governance) and micro level (the state implements economic competence — state
management). Therefore, the relevant regulatory framework unites sources that deter-
mine the rules of conduct for the state — the subject of power and the state — a subject
with economic legal personality.

Quality of the regulatory framework of state governance and management of eco-
nomic activity in Ukraine depends on the proper implementation of the state regulatory
policy in the field of economic activity, primarily the principles of the relevant policy.
They defined by the Law of Ukraine “On the Principles of State Regulatory Policy in
the Field of Economic Activity”: expediency, adequacy, efficiency, balance, predictabil-
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ity and take into account of public opinion. The latter may serve as criteria for regulatory
acts in the field of economic activity, the discrepancy with them is indicates the poor
quality of such legal act and the inexpediency of acceptance. At the same time, the qual-
ity of regulatory acts indicates the level of state regulatory policy as a whole, and their
application effectiveness of state governance of economic activities.

The dispersion of the relevant norms, the variety of normative legal acts predeter-
mines the need for systematization of the relevant acts, which will have an impact on
the effectiveness of their application. Proper implementation of the state regulatory pol-
icy in the field of economic activity, adherence to the principles of the relevant policy
should also contribute to improving the efficiency of the regulatory framework for state
governance and management of economic activities.
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JO IIMTAHHA HOPMATUBHO-IIPABOBOT'O 3ABE3IIEYEHHA
JEPXKABHOT'O YIIPABJIIHHSA I'OCIIOJAPCBKOIO
JISAJBHICTIO B YKPATHI

CeitnaHa bBeBs,

JOLeHT Kageapu rocrofapcbKoro Ta aaMiHiCTpaTyBHOIo rnpasa
HavjioHabHOro TexHiYHOro yHiBepcuteTty YkpaiHn
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Mema cmammi — po3enaHymu RUMAHHA HOPMAMUBHO-NPABOBO2O 3A0E3NEUEHHS 0ePAHCABHO20
YIPABIIHHS 20CNO0APCHKOI0 OislbHICMIO 6 YKpaini, a came NoHAmMms 8i0n08ioH020 3a0e3neueHHs,
CymHicmy GiOHOCUH, AKUX CIOCYEMBCA Ye 3abe3neyenis, i ioeo eexmueHicmuy.

Buxopucmosyromvcs memodu gopmanvroi noeixu (ananis, cunmes, iHOyKyis, 0e0yKyis, ananocis,
y3aeanvHenns). JIna 6usHauenHs NOHAMMA «3AKOHOOAGHe 3abe3neueHHsy aemop aHanizye
NOHAMMSA «3AKOHOOABYUIY MA «3a0e3neyeHHsy, HA NIOCMAsi 4020 CUHME3YE U Y3a2albHIOE
enacHe PpO3YMIHMA MEPMiHI@ «3aKOHOOAsYe 3a0e3NeyeHHs» Md «HOPMAMUBHO-NPABOGe
3abe3neyennay. JleOyKmMusHUM UWAIAXOM POIMENCOBYIOMbCS  BIOHOCUHU UWOO00 O0ePHCABHO2O0
VIPABIIHHS 20CNO0APCHKOI0 OIsIbHICMIO. 3 GUKOPUCTIAHHAM THOVKYIT (hopMYTIOIOmbCs 6UCHOBKU
w000 eghexmusHOCmi HOPMAMUBHO-NPABOBO20 3abe3neueHHs 8I0N0GIOH020 HANPAMY OISLTbHOCMIE
depoicasu. Bucnosnoemvbcs no3uyis, 32i0HO 3 5AKOK 3aKOHOOAg4e 3abe3nedeHHs Mmae Oymu
npedcmasnene auule 3aKoHamu Yipainu ma MidcHapoOHumMu 002060pamu, pamugikoganumu
Bepxosnoio Pador Yrpainu, 3200y nHa 006086’ a3kosicmu sikux Hadaro Bepxosnoro Padow YVkpainu.
Pesynomamu ma eucnosku. Haconowyemocsi Ha HeoOXIOHOCMI pO3MENCYBAHHS MEPMIHIE
(HOpMAMUBHO-NPABOGe  3A0E3NEYEHHAY,  «3aKOHOO0Aague  3a0e3neyeHHA» ma  «npagoee
3abe3neyentsny. CniggiOHOUIEHHSI OCMAHHIX 080X NOHAMb MOdCe OYMU USHAYEHE 3a AHANOZIEID
00 CniBBIOHOUIEHHS MEPMIHIG «CUCmeMa NPpasay il «cucmema 3aKoHO0ABCMEAN.

Aemop 3eepmae yeazy Ha me, WO NPUHYUNOBUM Y NUMAHHI BUSHAYEHHS KOAd GIOHOCUH, SKI
OXONTIOIOMBCS HOPMATNUGHO-NPABOBUM 3ADE3NEUEHHAM 0EPICABHO20 YNPAGTIHHA 20CNOO0APCLKOI0
OIANbHICIIO, € PO3YMIHHA CYO €EKMA MAaKo2o YNPasninHa — 0epicasul, AKaA HAOeHa AK 61AOHUMU
HOBHOBAJICEHHAMU, MAK i 20CN00APCHKOI0 Npasocy6 ’exmuicmio. Tomy 8ionogione HopmMamueHo-
npasose 3abe3neyenns 00 €Onye ddcepend, wo SUHAYAIOMb NPABULA NOBEOIHKU OJisl 0epiicasu —
CY0’€KMa 61AOHUX NOBHOBAIICEHb MA QePAHCABU— CYO 'EKMA 3 20CNOOAPCHKOI0 NPABOCYO EKMHICMIO.
Taxodc Ha2oNOWeEeHO Ha MOMY, WO AKICMb HOPMAMUBHO-NPABOBO2O 300e3NeUeHHS OePHCABHOO0
VIPAGNIHHA  20CN00APCLKOI0  JisibHicmio 6 YKpaiui 3anexcums 610 HanedicHoi peanizayii
0epoicasHoi pe2yissmopHoi nonimuku y cgepi 20cno0apcokoi OisIbHOCIMI, HACAMNEPeO GUIHAYEHUX
3axonom Yxpainu «llpo 3acadu Oepocagnoi peeynsimopHoi noiimuku y cgepi 20cnodapcokoi
OISIbHOCMEY NPUHYUNIE GIONOGIOHOI NONIMUKU: OOYITbHOCMI, A0EKEAMHOCMI, epeKmueHocni,
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3banancosanocmi, nepeddoayy8aHocmi ma 6paxy8anHs 2pomaocokoi Oymku. OCmanHi Moxcymb
oymu Kpumepismu 01 pe2yIsimOPHUX aKmis y cghepi 20cnodapiosants, HegiOnoGIOHICMb
SAKUM CGIOUUMb NPO HUZLKY AKICMb NEGHO20 HOPMAMUBHO-NPABOE020 AKMA MA HeOOYiNbHICMb
020 npuiinamms. Boowouac axicme pe2yisimopHux axkmis ceiouums npo piGeHb 0epicasHOl
Pe2YIAMOPHOI NONIMUKU 3A2ANlOM, 4 IX 3ACMOCY8AHHA — NPO ePEeKMUBHICIb 0epPHCABHO20
VIPABNIHHA 20CNO0APCHKOI0 OIANbHICIIO. ¥ cmammi cmeepodicyemuCs, o 3 Memoio YCYHeHHs
NPAKMUKU NPUUHATMA HOPMAMUBHUX AKMIB 3 0OHUX | MUX dice NUMAaHb HeoOXIOHO Hacamnepeo
iHKOpNOpysamu 8i0nosioHe 3aKOH00A8CMB0, d NOMIM KOOUQDIKYysamu 11020 HOPMAMUBHO-NPABOSI
akmu, wo pezynioioms Op2aHi3ayitiHo-20Cno0apcbKi 6iOHOCUHY, — Y Medcax 1ocnodapcbko2o
Kooekcy Yipainu, a axmu, wo pe2ynonoms aOMIHICMPAMUEHT BIOHOCUHU, — Y MENCAX CNEYIANbHO20
3axony ma manoymuvoco Kooekcy aominicmpamuenux npoyeoyp.

Kaio4oBi ciioBa: 3akOHOIABCTBO, 3aKOHOJABYMM, TOCIIOAAPCHKA MPABOCYO €KTHICTD JEPKaBH,

BJ'Ia,HHi MMOBHOBAXXCHHS ACPXKABU, MIPUHIIUITU Hep)KaBHO.I. peryﬂs{TopHoI HOHiTI/IKI/I, CI/ICTeMaTI/BaLIi}I
3aKOHO/J1aBCTBaA.
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