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Abstract. The article is devoted to the analysis of the mechanisms for taxation by VAT of
transactions on the supply of services in case the supplier and consumer are residents of different states
(jurisdictions). The research shows that for B2B supplies the most viable mechanism is reverse-charge,
while for B2C supplies such appropriate mechanism would be the registration of non-resident as VAT
payer in jurisdiction of the consumer. It was established that Ukrainian legislation implements both these
mechanisms. However, the registration of non-residents as VAT payers model should apply in Ukraine as
of 1 January 2022, therefore it was emphasized that it is important to properly control the implementation
of this mechanism in order to ensure prompt and effective response to problems which may arise in this
respect.
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Relevance of the study. The development of tax law at the international level is quite
intensive now. This is caused by the need to respond to new challenges in the world, in
particular to changes in business processes due to the significant expansion of Internet and
digitalization of most areas of public and private relations, rapid growth of e-commerce role.
One of the directions for developing such changes is the revision of the concept and
mechanism of taxation by value added tax (hereinafter — VAT) of cross-border supply of
electronic services and intangible assets by residents of one state (jurisdiction) to consumers
from other states (jurisdictions).

Recent publications review. Issues related to the taxation of transactions on remote
supply of services in e-commerce were studied by N. Boreyko, I. Belik, K. Solodan,
T. Zatonatska, O. Melnichuk and others. At the same time, the issue of mechanisms for
collection of VAT on cross-border supply of services by residents of one state (jurisdiction) to
consumers from other states (jurisdictions) requires further scientific development.

The article’s objective. The purpose of the article is to identify the internationally
recognized mechanisms for taxation by VAT of transactions on the supply of services by
residents of one country (jurisdiction) to consumers from other countries and to assess status of
the Ukrainian legislation in the context of such mechanisms.

Discussion. The issue of suitable mechanisms for charging VAT on transactions on the
supply of services by residents of one state (jurisdiction) to consumers from other states
(jurisdictions) has been relevant for a long time. One of the main platforms on the basis of
which it has been discussed is the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development
(hereinafter — the OECD).

In particular, on OECD platform in 1998 the Committee on Fiscal Affairs issued a
report "Electronic Commerce: Taxation Framework Conditions" (hereinafter — the 1998
Report). In the 1998 Report it was stated that rules for the consumption taxation of cross-
border trade should result in taxation in the jurisdiction where consumption takes place and an
international consensus should be sought on the circumstances under which supplies are held to
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be consumed in a jurisdiction. It was also noted that for the purpose of consumption taxes, the
supply of digitised products should not be treated as a supply of goods. Where business and
other organisations within a country acquire services and intangible property from suppliers
outside the country, countries should examine the use of reverse charge, self-assessment or
other equivalent mechanisms where this would give immediate protection of their revenue base
and of the competitiveness of domestic suppliers [1, p. 5].

Subsequently, in the Report by the Consumption Tax Technical Advisory Group (TAG)
issued on OECD platform in December 2000 (hereinafter — the Consumption Tax TAG
Report), taking into account previous work, it was stated that the most practical solution to
identify the place of consumption is to look at the customer’s usual place of residence [2, p 4].

In addition, the Consumption Tax TAG Report outlined developments on possible tax
collection mechanisms. The expediency of applying a particular mechanism was considered
based the consumer status — business representatives (business-to-business transaction)
(hereinafter — B2B transactions) or end consumers (business-to-consumer transaction)
(hereinafter — B2C transactions). The Consumption Tax TAG Report states that it was agreed
as common ground that a "self-assessment" or "reverse charge" mechanism is a logical way for
tax B2B transactions. In turn, for B2C transactions "consumer self-assessment", "registration
of non-resident suppliers", "tax at source and transfer" and "withholding by third parties" were
considered as potentially relevant mechanisms [2, p. 5]. At the same time, the possibility of
implementing a simplified interim approach was considered as an intermediate step towards the
transition to one of these or a newly developed mechanisms. This approach provided creation
of a tax system, which would simplify all aspects of tax compliance, including registration,
identification of turnover and calculation of tax, electronic submission of returns and audit
processes [2, p. 6].

In another report issued in December 2000 by the Technology Technical Advisory
Group (hereinafter — the Technology TAG Report), these mechanisms are explained in more
detail. In particular, it is stated that the consumer self-assessment mechanism provides that tax
is collected directly from consumers relying on a self-assessment process. Consumers would be
required to determine the tax owing on imports of goods and services. This amount would then
be remitted to their domestic revenue authority [3, p. 15]. The mechanism of registration of
non-resident suppliers provides that a non-resident supplier is required to register with the
revenue authority in the consumer’s jurisdiction and collect and remit consumption taxes to
that revenue authority of that jurisdiction [3, p. 16]. The tax at source and transfer mechanism
provides that a business would collect indirect taxes on exports to non-residents at the rate
payable in the consumer’s jurisdiction. This amount would then be remitted to the business’
domestic revenue authority, for on-forwarding to its counterpart in the country of consumption.
[3, p. 17]. The next mechanism described in the Technology TAG Report is the trusted third
party model. This mechanism provides for the split of functions between the supplier and the
authorized third party, where the relevant tax obligations are performed by such third party.
This mechanism requires the interaction of the supplier, a trusted third party and the tax
authority [3, p. 17-18]. The withholding by financial institutions model is considered as a
variation of the trusted third party mechanism, where such a third party is a financial institution
[3, p. 19]. It is important to note that the Technology TAG Report also considers the possibility
of applying a hybrid approach, that takes parts of both the tax at source and transfer and the
clearinghouse (trusted third party) models, where the strengths and weaknesses of these two
models in some ways counteract each other [3, p. 65].

Subsequently, a Report from Working Party No. 9 on Consumption Taxes to the
Committee of Fiscal Affairs "Consumption Tax Aspects of Electronic Commerce" issued in
2001 (hereinafter — the Working Party Report) regarding the place of consumption clarifies that
for B2B transactions intangible services should be viewed as consumed where the recipient has
located its business presence. In turn, for B2C transactions, a more appropriate criterion for
determining the place of consumption is the jurisdiction in which the customer has his/her
usual place of residence [4, p. 12-13].

As to the tax collection mechanisms, the Working Party Report further considered the
possibility of using technology-based and/or technology-facilitated options, which are
technological solutions for tax collection and might assist in developing alternative tax
collection mechanisms in the future. The Technology Technical Advisory Group pointed out
the need to study hybrid models and its own favoured approach, from a technological
perspective, was to combine elements of a global registration, tax at source and transfer and
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trusted third party models. [4, p. 16-17]. It was also emphasized the importance of further
examination of the possibilities of using such technology-based models, given their potential
[4, p. 8]. At the same time, as previously, it was considered that for B2B transactions an
effective mechanisms of tax collection would be reverse charge or self-assessment. In turn, for
B2C transactions, in the short term it was recommended to consider a system of simplified
registration for non-resident suppliers, which ensures that the potential compliance burden is
minimised, consistent with the effective collection of tax. In the medium and long terms a
move towards technology-based options was supposed to be envisaged [4, p. 18].

At the same time, it was stressed that when introducing tax collection mechanisms
based on the registration of non-resident suppliers as taxpayers, a number of considerations are
recommended to be taken into account, in particular ensuring that the potential compliance
burden is minimised, application of registration thresholds in a non-discriminatory manner and
consideration of appropriate control and enforcement measures to ensure compliance of non-
residents [4, p. 27]. These developments have formed the basis of more comprehensive
documents, including "Taxation and Electronic Commerce: Implementing the Ottawa Taxation
Framework Conditions" issued in 2001, Consumption Tax Guidance Series issued and
approved in 2003 and other OECD documents. Subsequently, the issue of suitable mechanisms
for collecting consumption taxes was included in the Action Plan on Base Erosion and Profit
Shifting (hereinafter — the BEPS Action Plan), which consists of 15 Actions.

In particular, in the document "Addressing the Tax Challenges of the Digital Economy"
issued by the OECD in 2014, which is dedicated to Action 1 of the BEPS Action Plan, it is
stated that the first challenge regarding collection of VAT arises from the growth that has
occurred in e-commerce and in particular, online purchases of physical goods made by
consumers from suppliers in another jurisdiction. [5, p. 133]. The second challenge regarding
collection of VAT arises from the strong growth in cross-border B2C supplies of remotely
delivered services and intangibles. In turn, such remote supplies of services and intangibles
present challenges to VAT systems, as they often result in no or an inappropriately low amount
of VAT being collected and create potential competitive pressures on domestic suppliers. It is
further stated that the approach that allocates the taxing rights to the jurisdiction where the
customer is resident would, in principle, result in taxation in the jurisdiction of consumption,
but the question arises as to how to ensure effective tax collection in the jurisdiction of the
consumer. One option is to require the private consumer to remit the VAT in its jurisdiction at
the rate applicable in this jurisdiction, however, such consumer self-assessment mechanism has
proven to be largely ineffective and as result, it is highly likely that no VAT would be paid by
the consumer in this scenario. The OECD’s E-commerce Guidelines therefore recommend a
mechanism that requires the non-resident supplier to register, collect and remit VAT according
to the rules of the jurisdiction in which the consumer is resident. At the same time, if such
jurisdiction does not implement a suitable mechanism to collect the tax in this jurisdiction, no
VAT would be paid [5, p. 135-136].

One of the most comprehensive studies, which examines in detail the issue of taxation
by VAT of cross-border supply of goods and services, is reflected in International VAT/GST
Guidelines which were presented in 2015 and later in 2016 were adopted as a Recommendation
by the Council of the OECD. First of all, these Guidelines once again declare, in particular
with reference to the World Trade Organization, that there is widespread consensus that the
destination principle, with revenue accruing to the country of import where final consumption
occurs, is preferable to the origin principle from both a theoretical and practical standpoint [6,
p. 16]. Further the Guidelines state that for cross-border B2B supplies of services and
intangibles that are taxable in the jurisdiction where the customer is located these Guidelines
recommend the implementation of a reverse charge mechanism. At the same time, this
mechanism does not offer an appropriate solution for collecting VAT on B2C supplies of
services and intangibles from non-resident suppliers. The level of compliance with a reverse
charge mechanism for B2C is likely to be low, since private consumers have little incentive to
declare and pay the tax due, at least in the absence of meaningful sanctions for failing to
comply with such an obligation. Moreover, enforcing the collection of small amounts of VAT
from large numbers of private consumers is likely to involve considerable costs that would
outweigh the revenue involved. Work carried out by the OECD and other international
organisations, as well as individual country experience, indicate that, at the present time, the
most effective and efficient approach to ensure the appropriate collection of VAT on cross-
border B2C supplies is to require the non-resident supplier to register and account for the VAT
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in the jurisdiction of taxation. When implementing a registration-based collection mechanism
for non-resident suppliers, it is recommended that jurisdictions consider establishing a
simplified registration and compliance regime to facilitate compliance for non-resident
suppliers. The highest feasible levels of compliance by non-resident suppliers are likely to be
achieved if compliance obligations in the jurisdiction of taxation are limited to what is strictly
necessary for the effective collection of the tax [6, p. 71].

In the document "Consumption Tax Trends 2020: VAT/GST and Excise Rates, Trends
and Policy Issues" it is stated that most OECD countries apply a reverse charge mechanism to
collect VAT on inbound B2B supplies of services and intangibles. At the same time, for B2C
supplies, all OECD countries that operate a VAT, except for Canada and Israel, now require
the foreign supplier to register and account for VAT. A simplified registration and collection
regime (without right to deduct input taxes in the taxing jurisdiction) applies in these countries,
except in Japan and Switzerland. At the same time, such non-residents are usually allowed to
use the standard registration regime as an option [7].

It should be noted that some challenges of taxation of transactions in e-commerce has
been studied by Ukrainian scientists. T.. Zatonatska and O. Melnychuk, with reference to
foreign research studies, point out that the basic principles of Internet taxation in the EU are the
following: a) there is no need to introduce new taxes. All efforts should be focused on the
accelerated adaptation of existing taxes, primarily VAT, to the peculiarities of the e-commerce
market; b) electronic supply of products should be considered for VAT purposes as a supply of
services; (c) in order to avoid unfair competition, the neutrality of the tax system between EU
and non-EU suppliers, as well as between online and offline sales, must be maintained;
d) ensuring compliance with the tax rules of all e-commerce operators; (e) the tax system and
its management tools should ensure that the supply of services within the EU in the e-
commerce market to both businesses and individuals are taxed. e) the tax system should be
transparent and fair, avoiding the levelling of the benefits of working in this market [8, p. 18].

L. Belik, with reference to T. Fetzer and S. Poznyakov, when examining the experience
of the EU points out that the provisions of the Directive on the application of value added tax
(VAT) to the sale of services through telecommunications channels are based on proposals
from the European Commission as of 7 June 2000. The Directive stipulates that supplies of
digital products consumed within the EU are subject to VAT, while supplies of digital products
outside the EU are exempt from VAT. Foreign suppliers of digital products should register for
VAT purposes in the competent authorities of one of the EU member states (it is assumed that
this will be the country to which the first delivery takes place).

However, the tax will be levied at the rate applicable in the country where the consumer
is located. These rules should apply only to those foreign suppliers who sell their products in
the EU to non-entrepreneurs (B2C). If the sale is carried out according to the B2B model, the
VAT should be accrued, withheld and paid directly by the purchaser located in the EU. The EU
Council emphasized that such VAT regulation is in line with the principles of indirect taxation
developed at the OECD Conference in Ottawa in 1998. According to these principles, VAT
should be levied in the country of consumption of goods and services. The mentioned rules of
taxation of e-commerce by VAT were introduced in the EU in 2002. These rules, on the one
hand, allow tax authorities to effectively exercise state control in the field of e-commerce, and
on the other hand, — to encourage businesses to legitimate economic activities and timely
payment of taxes [9, p. 52].

Thus, as an intermediate conclusion, it should be noted that within the OECD as a
reputable international organization, considerable attention is paid to taxation by VAT of the
supply of services and intangibles when the supplier and consumer are located in different
jurisdictions. The importance of this issue comes from the need to respond to changes in business
models, in particular due to the intensive development of the Internet and e-commerce, when the
provision of services often does not require the presence of supplier and consumer in the same
state (jurisdiction). The destination principle according to which the place of supply of services
and intangibles should be the jurisdiction of the presence of the consumer is widely accepted.
This raises the question of applying effective VAT collection mechanisms.

Such mechanisms vary depending on who is the consumer of the services or intangibles.
In particular, if the consumer is representative of a business (B2B transactions), the most
effective mechanism to charge VAT is reverse-charge. If the consumer is an individual who is
not a representative of a business, the most effective mechanism to charge VAT is the
registration of a non-resident supplier as a VAT payer in the jurisdiction of the consumer. The
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expediency of using these approaches is confirmed by the practice of OECD countries, the vast
majority of which have introduced these VAT collection mechanisms.

It should be noted that the experience of Ukraine shows the adherence to these
approaches. In particular, in accordance with Article 208 of the Tax Code of Ukraine
(hereinafter — the TCU) [10] in case of supply of services by a non-resident, where the place of
supply is the customs territory of Ukraine, to Ukrainian VAT payer or other resident of
Ukraine which is representative of a business (except for individual entrepreneurs), or to a
permanent establishment of a non-resident in Ukraine, the recipient of services must accrue and
charge VAT. The standard VAT rate is 20%, while 7% rate applies in the cases specifically
provided by the TCU. In this case, the procedure of accrual and payment of tax, as well as the
possibility of including the amount of VAT to the tax credit depends on the VAT status of the
recipient of services [10].

If the recipient of services is registered as a VAT payer, it must issue a tax invoice
indicating the amount of VAT charged, and this invoice should serve as the basis for accruing
by the recipient of VAT credit for the same amount as the tax accrued. Such a tax invoice must
be registered the Unified Register of Tax Invoices. The amounts of VAT obligations and VAT
credit must be reflected in the VAT return. In turn, if the recipient of services is not registered
as a taxpayer, the tax invoice is not issued. Such a recipient prepares the calculation of tax
liabilities in the established form and pays the tax to the budget. In this case, the recipient of
services is not entitled to get VAT credit against the tax payable [10].

Thus, for taxation of B2B transactions on the supply by non-residents of services, the
place of supply of which is located in the customs territory of Ukraine, Ukrainian legislation
provides reverse-charge mechanism. It should also be noted that the place of supply of a
significant part of B2B services is defined as the location of the recipient of services
(destination principle). This approach is in line with OECD recommendations and the practice
of European countries.

As to the taxation by VAT of B2C transactions on the supply of services by non-
residents to Ukrainian end consumers, it should be noted that Ukraine has recently adopted the
Law of Ukraine "On Amendments to the Tax Code of Ukraine on Abolishment of Taxation of
Income Received by Non-residents in the Form of Payment for Production and / or
Distribution of Advertising and Improvement of Taxation by Value Added Tax of Transactions
on Provision of Electronic Services by Non-Residents to Individual" [11] (hereinafter — the
Law), which introduces a mechanism for such a taxation. Prior to the adoption of the Law, the
legislation of Ukraine did not provide for such a special mechanism.

In particular, according to the Law non-residents which supply electronic services to
Ukrainian consumers are required to register as VAT payers in Ukraine, submit VAT returns,
pay tax to the budget and comply with other formalities. This Law, among other things,
introduces the definition of electronic services and establishes that place of supply of such
services should be identified by the location of the recipient, provides simplified procedures for
registration and cancellation of registration of non-residents by VAT payers, submission of tax
returns, special procedure for interaction of such non-residents with Ukrainian tax authorities,
accrual and payment of VAT. The relevant rules will apply in tax periods starting from
1 January 2022 [11].

Thus, the adoption of the Law shows that Ukraine has chosen the concept according to
which in case of supply of electronic services by non-residents to Ukrainian end consumers
such non-residents shall be responsible for charging and paying VAT and for this purpose they
are obliged to register as a VAT payers in Ukraine. At the same time, non-residents are subject
to a simplified registration and tax compliance procedures, and they are provided with the
possibility of remote interaction with the tax authority. This approach shows that the legislator
considered the peculiarities of relations with non-residents due to potential absence of their
representatives in Ukraine. In addition, this Law testifies the expansion by Ukraine of the
destination principle for determining the place of supply of services. This approach is in line
with OECD recommendations and the practice of European countries.

At the same time, as the mechanism of registration of non-resident suppliers as VAT
payers in Ukraine is new and has not yet started its operation in practice, it is currently
impossible to assess the practical aspect of such a mechanism. Due to this, it is important to
ensure proper control over the implementation of this mechanism and its effectiveness, as well
as timely response of the legislator and authorized executive bodies to practical problems that
may arise in the process of implementation and operation of this mechanism. Such control and
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response will facilitate the ability of non-resident suppliers to perform their tax obligations and
exercise their rights, as well as the ability of public authorities to perform their functions
effectively, while reducing the probability of occurrence of controversial issues and disputes.

Conclusions. Changes in the interaction between suppliers of services and consumers
due to the expansion of opportunities with use of the Internet, in particular due to the rapid
growth of e-commerce, led to a revision of approaches on taxation by VAT and other
consumption taxes of cross-border supply of services. In particular, the international
community has come to consensus that the place of supply of services should be determined
primarily by the location of the recipient of services. This raised the necessity of developing
tax collection mechanisms. In particular, for B2B transactions it was defined that the most
effective VAT collection model is the reverse-charge mechanism, according to which the
recipient of services from a non-resident must charge tax in the jurisdiction of its location.
Instead, for B2C transactions, the most effective mechanism is the registration of a non-
resident service provider as a VAT payer in the jurisdiction of the consumer (recipient of
services). The acceptability of such approaches is confirmed, in particular, by the practice of
OECD countries, the vast majority of which have implemented these approaches.

Ukrainian legislation is also in line with such approaches. In particular, for cross-
border B2B transactions on supply of services with the place of supply on the customs
territory of Ukraine the legislation provides reverse-charge mechanism. For cross-border
B2C transactions on supply of electronic services with the place of supply on the customs
territory of Ukraine, a mechanism for registration of a non-resident supplier as a VAT payer
has already been introduced. Thus, considering current Ukrainian legislation, it should be
noted that it is in line with OECD recommendations and the practice of other European
countries. At the same time, since registration of non-resident as VAT payers will operate
only starting from 1 January 2022, it is quite important to ensure effective control over
implementation and operation of this mechanism in order to properly address potential
problems which may arise in practice.
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Biraniii TABAIIH
MEXAHI3MH ONOJATKYBAHHS IIJIB ONEPAIII 3 TPAHCKOPJOHHOT'O
MOCTAYAHHS HOCJTYT B PAMKAX EJJEKTPOHHOI KOMEPIIII:
MDIKHAPOJHMII KOHTEKCT I YKPATHA

AHoTtanisg. CTaTTio NMPUCBSYCHO JOCITI/DKCHHIO MEXaHi3MiB omnojarkyBanHs [1/IB omepariii 3
MOCTayaHHS TOCTYT B PaMKaxX €JNEKTPOHHOI KOMEpIii 32 yMOBH, KOJNH TOCTa4yajdbHHK 1 CIIOXKHBA4Y €
pe3UICHTaMHU Pi3HUX JAepXKaB (FOPUCIUKIIN).

V¥ cratTi mpoaHanizoBaHO MIXKHApOAHO BU3HAHI MiIX0AHM IOJ0 MOPsAAKY onoxarkysaHHus [1/IB ta
NOAIOHUMH ITOJATKaMHU Ha CHOXKMBAHHS OIlepaliii 3 TaKOro MOCTA4aHHsS MOCHIYr. 3’sICOBAHO, IIO JUIS
Liledl BU3HAUCHHS NPHHHATHOTO MEXaHi3My IOLUIBHO PO3IUISTH BiZHOCHHM i3 TaKOrO IOCTAYaHHS
MOCIIYT 3aJIKHO BiJ cTarycy iX OTpuMyBada. 30KpeMa, SKIIO OTPHMYBad IOCIYT € MPEACTABHHKOM
6i3Hecy (Cy0’€KTOM TOCIOJApIOBAaHHS), HAaWOLIBII JOLIIPHUM MeXaHi3MOM omnoxarkyBaHHs [1/IB
orepariif i3 TAKOro MOCTAYaHHS IOCIYI € HapaxyBaHHS Ta CIUIaTa IOJAaTKy OTPHUMyBadeM IOCIYT Y
IOpHCIUKIIT Horo peecrpanii sk cy0’exTa rocmopmaproBaHHs (reverse-charge). SIkmo orpuMyBaueM
MOCIYT € KiHIIEBUH CIIOXKMBa4, HaWOLIBII JONUIBHUM MeXaHi3MoM omojarkyBanHs I1JIB omepamiii i3
MOCTaYaHHs TAKUX TOCIYT € PEECTPALlisl HePEe3UICHTa-I0CTaYaIbHIKA TITATHUKOM MOAATKY Y FOPUCIUKIIT
OTpHMYyBaya IMOCIYT i3 BIAMOBIIHMM MOKIAJICHHSIM Ha HhOr0 000B’s13KiB muatHuka [1/]B.

BceraHoBneHo, 110 YMHHE 3aKOHOAABCTBO YKpPAiHM Y3TOMKYETHCS 13 TAKMMH MDKHApOIHO
BU3HAHHUMHU TiIXonaMu. 30KpeMa B YKpaiHi 3aKOHOJaBYO MependayeHo Ta Jii€ MeXaHi3M, BiIIOBIIHO 0
SIKOTO PE3UJICHT, IKUH € Cy0’€KTOM TOCIIOAaPIOBAaHHSA, Y pa3i OTpUMAaHHS MTOCIYT 3 MiCIIeM IIOCTa4aHHs Ha
MUTHil TepuTopii YKpaiHu IOBHHEH BUKOHATH 000B’SI3KH 13 HapaxyBaHHA Ta cruiatu [1/IB.

Takox B 3aKOHOJABCTBI YKpalHHM HEUIOJAaBHO 3alPOBAIKEHO MEXaHI3M peecTpalii MIaTHUKaMU
[IIB Hepe3umeHTiB, $Ki MOCTa4yarOTh EJIEKTPOHHI IMOCIYTM Ha KOPHUCTH KIHIEBUX CIIOKUBa4iB abo
¢i3muHux ociO-mianpueMuiB, ki He € matHukamu [1JIB. Taki Hepe3naeHTH NOBMHHI CaMOCTIHHO
BUKOHYBaTH 000B’SI3KHM i3 HapaxyBaHHs Ta ciuiatd [1JIB. OxHak Ha npakTHIl el MeXaHi3M ITOYHe JisSTH
3 1 ciunrs 2022 poxy. Y 3B’S3Ky 3 MM HAroJoIIEHO Ha BAKJIMBOCTI KOHTPOJIO 32 BIPOBAIKEHHAM IbOTO
MeXaHi3My i OIIepaTHBHOIO pearyBaHHs Ha IIpo0IeMH, sSIKi MOXKYTh BUHHKATH Y Ipolieci Horo peamizarii.

Knrouosi cnosa: onooamxysanus, IIJ[B, mpanckopoonna enekmponna komepyis, OECP,
Hepe3uoeHm.
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