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heavy bipartisan financial support, especially during elections. As a result, trade unions turned out to be the
most ardent opponents of the reform of the police sphere in the USA, seeing in such attempts by politicians
and public activists certain threats to the stability of the system of social and legal protection of law
enforcement officers.

Keywords: police, USA, unions, contract, investigation, control, collective bargaining, reform,
protection, criticism.
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SEPARATE ISSUES REGARDING THE DIVISION OF MOVABLE
AND IMMOVABLE PROPERTY OF THE WIFE IN DIVORCE

Ounena Haropua, Kapuna Jlaryn, Mukoaa Catuns. OKPEMI IIMTAHHSA IIOJ0 MOALTY
PYXOMOI'O TA HEPYXOMOI'O MAMHA TOJPYKKS IMPH PO3JYYEHHI. V crarri
ONHCAaHO OJHY 3 HANMOMMpPEHIIUX MpoOJeM CIMEHHO-NUTIOOHUX BiJHOCHH — BHU3HAYEHHS CIUIFHOTO
MaifHa OAPY>KS Ta HOTO PO3AL, IO BUHUKAE IIPH PO3ipBaHHI ILTIO0Y.

B maniit poOoTi BH3HAYEHO, IO HAWMOUIMPEHIMIOW MPOOJIEMOI0 CYYacHOCTI, Ha ajb, € MOJILT
MaiiHa MoJPYXOKs, sIKe Y CBOIO Uepry BHHHUKA€e NMpH po3ipBaHHi nuto0y. [IpobneM moxiny maiiHa MOXXHA
YHUKHYTH 3aBISIKM CBOEYaCHOMY VYKJAJEHHIO ULIIOOHOTO JOTOBOPY, y SKOMY THOALT MaiiHa
3MIHCHIOBATUMEThCS 3 YMOBAMH, MPOMHCAHUMH Yy NUTFOOHOMY JOTOBOpi, TOOTO. I mporeaypa Oyme
3IifICHIOBATHCS Ha MiZicTaBi 10OpoBLIEHOT yroau. [IpoTe, ykiagaHHs HUTIOOHOTO IOTOBOPY MepecTaB OyTH
MOIMPEHOI0 MPAKTUKOIO cepell MOAPYXKHIX Hap, AKi CTABIATHCS A0 Li€l Mpoueaypi sik 00pa3y HOUyTTiB,
UM 3IIHCHIOIYH TPyO0y MOMIIIKY i YCKIIaTHIOIOUM co0i MpoueaAypy Moy MaifHa y pasi MpHITHHEHHS
OUTIOOHUX BIIHOCHH, TaK SK CYNEPEYKH HIOAO PO3MOIUTYy MaifHa MPAaKTUYHO 3aBXIH CYMPOBOIKYIOTh
po3ipBaHHS HUTIOO0Y.

OxapakTepru30BaHo, M0 PO3ILT CHITFHOTO MaiHa MOAPYX K (KOJHITHBOTO TOAPYKXKS) O3HAYAE,
SIK TIPaBUJIO, MIPUIIMHEHHS [XHBOT CIIJIBHOI BIIACHOCTI, Y TOMY YHCHIi CIUIBHOIO, SIKa B JICSIKMX BHUITaJKax
MOJK€E CTaTH YaCTKOBOIO HEMOKJIMBOCTI MOJIiTy MaitHa B HaTypi). Po3ain chiibHOTrO MaifHa TATHE 32 CO0010
BUJIIJICHHS] KOHKPETHOTO MaliHa ab0 HOro 4aCTHHU KOXKHOMY 3 MOAPYXKs (KOJHUIIHBOTO MOAPYXIKS), a
1HOJII 1 CTATHEHHS PI3HUII B BAPTOCTI BUIICHOTO MaifHa 3 OIHOTO 3 HUX Ha KOPHUCTH IHIIOTO, SIKIO PO3/IiT
He OyB 3miliICHEHWIl BIAMOBITHO MO JOJI YM HE € PIBHOLIHHHUM. JlOCHiIPKEHO MpaBOBI HOPMH, IO
PETIaMEeHTYIOTh TMOPSIOK CTBOPEHHS Ta TOAUTY CHUTPHOTO MaifHa MOAPYXOKS Yy HUTFOOHO-CIMEHHOMY
3aKOHOMABCTBI YKpaiHu. 3MiHCHEHO aHawi3 JesSKUX MPHUKIATIB 3 CyJOBOI MPAKTUKU BH3HAYEHHS YaCTOK
HOJPYXOKS B IX CIIUIBHIHN CHINBHIN BIAaCHOCTI.

Bu3HaueHo, 110 HAWHIOIIUPEHIIIOK MPOOIEMOI0 CyIaCHOCTI, Ha XaJjlb, € MOAIT MaiHa MOAPYOKS,
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sKe y CBOIO Yepry BUHHUKAE NpHU po3ipBaHHi nuno0y. [IpobneM noxiny MaiiHa MOXHA YHUKHYTH 3aBJISKH
CBOEYACHOMY YKJIA[JCHHIO IIUTIOOHOTO OTOBOPY, Y AKOMY IOJLI MaifHa 3/1iiICHIOBATUMETHCS 3 YMOBAaMH,
MIPONUCAaHAMH Yy MUTIOOHOMY JOTOBOpi, TOOTO, I Tpomexypa Oyzxe 3IiliCHIOBaTHCS Ha IIicCTaBi
nobpoButsHOT yroau. Ipore, ykinagaHHs IUTIOOHOTO JOTOBOPY IepecTaB OYTH IONIMPEHOIO NMPAKTHKOO
cepe]] MOAPYXKHIX Hap, sIKi CTaBIATHCS IO i€l mporenypi sk o0pa3y HOYyTTiB, UM 3AiHCHIOIOYH TPyOy
MIOMMJIKY 1 YCKJIQHIOIOUH co0i mponeypy NOAiay MaiHa y pa3i MpUIHHEHHS IUTIOOHUX BITHOCHH, TaK SIK
CYNEPEUKH L1010 PO3MO/iTy MaifHa MPAKTHYHO 3aBXKAU CYIPOBOUKYIOTh PO3ipBaHHS HLTIO0Y.

Knwuoei cnosa: winob, nodpysicowcsa, cimeline npaso, po3iyyeHHs, pyxome ma Hepyxome MaiiHo,
nooin maiina.

Relevance of the study. Today’s level of development of Ukrainian society, change social
and economic policy of Ukraine, integration in the international community are all factors influencing
change current civil and even family legislation of our country. It should be noted that the issues of
property rights and division of property between spouses are enshrined in the Constitution of Ukraine
[1], the Civil Code of Ukraine [2] and the Family Code of Ukraine [3].

According to current legislation, a spouse may have both common and personal property.
The current Family Code establishes that up to the property of each of the spouses may include
things, as well as rights that belong to each of the spouses until marriage. As the same
determining factors in relation to the property located in the time and grounds for the separate
property of the spouses should be attributed the emergence of ownership rights to certain
property in one of married couple. At the same time, to the property that belonged to one of the
spouses you can also include property that was acquired even during marriage, but for one of the
spouses’ own funds that belonged to him before the moment of marriage.

It should be noted that they are available in judicial and notarial practice problems of legal
regulation of the disposal of the joint joint the property of the spouses causes more and more
every day topicality.

Recent publications review. The issue of actual marital relations was investigated on at
the scientific level for more than ten years, in particular, problematic aspects of the division of
common property in unregistered marriage was investigated in their works by O. Dzer,
I. Zhilinkov, M. Antokolska, and S. Fursa. However, as practice shows, the family legislation of
Ukraine contains gaps in the regulation of property relations, and therefore the detailed
implementation analysis of the norms of family legislation, taking into account court practice,
needs more detail study.

The article’s objective is analysis and characterization of certain aspects of the division
of movable and immovable property of spouses in accordance with current civil and family
legislation.

Discussion. The most common modern problem, unfortunately, is the division of marital
property, which in turn arises when a marriage breaks up. Property division problems can be
avoided thanks to the timely conclusion of a marriage contract, in which the division of property
will be carried out with the conditions prescribed in the marriage contract, i.e. this procedure will
be carried out on the basis of a voluntary agreement. However, the conclusion of a marriage
contract has ceased to be a common practice among married couples, who treat this procedure
as an insult to feelings, thus making a gross mistake and complicating the procedure for the
division of property in the event of termination of marital relations, since disputes regarding the
division of property almost always accompany the dissolution of marriage [4, p. 54].

Division of joint property of spouses (former spouses) means, as a rule, the termination
of their joint property, including joint property, which in some cases may become part of the
impossibility of dividing property in kind). The division of joint property entails the allocation
of a specific property or part of it to each of the spouses (former spouses), and sometimes the
recovery of the difference in the value of the allocated property from one of them in favor of the
other, if the division was not carried out in accordance with fate or is not of equal value.

If the marriage contract was not concluded, then the property acquired by the spouses
during the marriage will be their joint property and will be subject to division. It is necessary to
make adjustments to the definition of "common property" and define what is included in it and
what is not. The list of property of each spouse is regulated by Art. 63 FC. This property includes
the property belonging to each of the spouses before marriage; received as a gift or by inheritance
(also from a husband during marriage); which was bought with the own funds of one of the
spouses; personal items. Current legislation recognizes the declaration of the division of joint
property of spouses among themselves [5, p. 387].

This means that practically all types of movable and immovable property, on which the
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spouses have joint ownership, can be divided between them. Separately, it is worth noting that
articles 356 of the Civil Code of Ukraine, as well as articles 60-74 of the Family Code of Ukraine
and others establish not only the rights to joint property, but also the rights to have loans (debts).
When dividing the joint property of spouses, the shares are recognized as equal. The Civil Code
of Ukraine establishes a list of common property of spouses - this is real estate; movable things;
securities; bank deposits; income received from movable and immovable property; jewelry and
other luxury items; income received from labor, commercial, as a result of intellectual activity.

List of non-divisible property:

— gifted or inherited by one of the spouses. The time when the property becomes personal
property (before or during the marriage) does not matter. How is an apartment purchased as a
gift divided during a divorce in Ukraine? Is the gift apartment not divided in case of divorce?
But even in this case there are exceptions.

—all movable and immovable property acquired before marriage.

— privatized property in the form of a residential premises (apartment, house, etc.) or a
land plot, if such privatization was free of charge. However, there is an exception to the rule, and
it concerns property that was privatized between 11.01.2011 and 17.05.2012. Also an exception
is "privatization”, which was carried out as a purchase of residential premises from the state.
Such property, if it is acquired during marriage, is joint property of the spouses.

— payments under personal insurance policies for any amount.

— personal awards and prizes. But if the court finds that these premiums were obtained
with the assistance of the second spouse, then monetary payments of this nature are also divided
between the spouses.

—all things of personal use, including jewelry, furs, etc., are not subject to division, even
if their purchase was made in marriage.

— compensation for loss or damage to personal property of one of the spouses, as well as
moral damage [6, p. 54].

It does not matter which of the spouses the property is registered to. If the property is
acquired during marriage, it will be recognized as joint property of the spouses. But you should
take into account the nuances of such an acquisition, which are described in this article.

The division of joint property involves two methods: this is the conclusion of an
agreement, optionally notarized, and obtaining ownership certificates from a notary; and in court.
The statute of limitations arising from the division of joint property is three years after the
dissolution of marriage in court (from the date of entry into force of the decision).

If the spouses fail to agree on the division of property, the court, at their request, decides
which of the spouses will own certain property. If, in the process of property division, one of the
spouses receives property that exceeds the value of the property of the other, the court awards
the husband monetary compensation, the amount of which corresponds to this difference, within
a certain period established by the court. To be shared between spouses as property, and their
jointly acquired debts in marriage are divided into equal parts [7, p. 210].

Undoubtedly, in the process of dividing the joint property of the spouses, the presence of
children in the spouses plays a decisive role, the court, based on the interests of minor children,
has the right to depart from the principle of equality in the share of the property, and award the
majority of the property to the person recognized as the guardian of the child.

The division of property between spouses takes place by signing a contract at a notary, as
well as by court order. How to divide property after divorce? This issue is resolved at the notary
if there are no disputes between the former spouses. The division of property after divorce is
formalized by an agreement on the division of property of spouses. For notaries, this is a standard
contract that they usually draw up in their daily practice. If the couple has a lot of different
property, and there are also peculiarities: the existence of a marriage contract, special conditions
for the use and disposal of property after its division, as well as other nuances, then the help of
our lawyers and lawyers will be useful. Our attorneys and lawyers will be able to advise and help
draft a contract, participate in negotiations with the ex-husband and his lawyer, as well as other
legal assistance [8, p.35].

Division of property in court the most complex, long-lasting, therefore, it is necessary to
analyze the norms of family law quite topically.

As a rule, property is divided between spouses in the following ways:

1) "in kind";

2) in the so-called "ideal particles";

3) by paying monetary compensation.
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Division of property "in kind" provides for the distribution of property in such a way that
specific property becomes the personal property of each of the spouses. For example, the couple
acquired during the marriage: a house, a plot of land and a car. As a result of the division of
property, the wife gets ownership of the house, and the husband gets a land plot and a car. In
such cases, it is possible to collect additional sums of money from the man who acquires more
expensive property. Such division takes place on the basis of determining the value of individual
property objects and their equivalent division. The value of the property is determined by a
forensic expert. The expert can also offer options for such distribution. Often, the common house
of the spouses is shared "in kind" when it is technically possible. Monetary compensationis paid
in two cases: after the illegal (arbitrary) sale of common property by one of the spouses or when
one of the spouses agrees to receive monetary compensation, and the dispute between the spouses
arose only regarding the amount of such compensation [9, p.377].

Therefore, the use of this method of dividing property in court is not always possible, and
when it is possible, it requires a highly qualified lawyer and a convincing evidence base. To
make a decision on the division of property between spouses, the court must find out all the
circumstances of the case and factors that may affect its outcome. Example:

— list of property to be divided. When distributing land plots, not only the Family Code,
but also the Land Code of Ukraine will be applied as a legal basis.

—when, by which of the spouses, and under what conditions the property was purchased.

— availability of credit or other debt obligations.

— determination of the real value of the property for further determination of the payment
amount for the transfer of rights to its ownership or sale.

— wishes of spouses in terms of property division.

This list can be expanded depending on the situation and individual circumstances of the
case. Often, when dividing property, spouses try to use their relatives to prove that the property
was purchased with money they borrowed from their relatives. With the help of such loan
agreements, the spouses try to prove that the property acquired during the marriage, which was
bought with borrowed money, is therefore their personal property. Such agreements appear so
often in cases concerning the distribution of marital property that courts in Ukraine are already
used to them. And the courts in their decisions on such contracts often write the following
conclusions: the fact that one of the spouses has funds borrowed from her father or mother cannot
be unconditional confirmation that the disputed property was purchased with these funds without
providing relevant evidence [10, p.143].

These points should be taken into account when preparing the case for trial. The wife with
whom the children remained after the divorce has an increased share in the ownership of the joint
property, and the property that was purchased for the use of the children is not subject to division
and is automatically transferred to the party with whom the children remained during the divorce
(the child’s belongings, books, furniture for the child and etc.).

If the property belongs only to the spouses, then the child in this case does not own
anything. Accordingly, during the distribution of property, the share of the father, with whom
the child remains, does not increase. However, during the division of the property of the spouses,
the court may take into account the interests of the child who lives in a particular apartment or
house. During the division of the property of the spouses, the court may leave the apartment or
house to the spouse with whom the child lives, and to the other — allocate other property that
corresponds to the value [11, p. 65]. If the child participated in the privatization, or otherwise
became a co-owner of an apartment or house that is subject to division between spouses, then it
is obvious that the child is already a co-owner of the apartment (house). Therefore, the child’s
share when dividing the property of the spouses will also be taken into account by the court.

When there are reasons to take into account the interests of the child when dividing the
property of the parents, then in such cases another rule applies: "the interests of the child prevail
over the interests of the parents". Also, one of the parents can register his real estate for the child
in order to pay alimony. This option is possible if both parents agree [11, p. 76]. Sometimes, in
the process of considering the case, the parents reached an agreement to transfer the real estate
to the child and not to divide it between them. However, we advise parents to approach such an
agreement with caution, since when the child reaches 18 years of age, she will have full right to
dispose of this property without parental consent.

The fact of the majority or minor of children at the time of division of property or at the
time of its acquisition (creation) can be of great importance for the court. Only in Ukraine it is
possible to divide immovable property located on the territory of Ukraine. Such real estate cannot
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be divided abroad. Contracts and court decisions drawn up abroad regarding real estate in
Ukraine are not accepted in Ukraine [12, p. 55]. Marriage contracts are often found in cases of
property division with a foreigner. Such contracts may be valid in Ukraine, even if concluded in
another country. The difference in mentality and legislation often causes many questions and
difficulties in court if the marriage contract is concluded in the territory of another country.
Movable property (cars, yachts, paintings, antiques, etc.) can be divided in Ukraine, as a rule,
regardless of where this property is located. In some countries, there are specifics for the
registration of such property, therefore, before making a decision on where and how best to
arrange the division of property, it is necessary to additionally consult with the lawyers of the
country where the transfer of ownership of this property will be registered.

In the legal process, the task of the court is not only to divide the property between the
spouses, but also to establish the property that is not subject to joint ownership and its division,
in case the spouses include this property in the claim statement. The property acquired during
the separation, before the actual dissolution of the marriage, can also be excluded by the court
from the claim, referring to the personal property of one of the spouses. Debt obligations are
distributed together with the spouse, who must later repay his or her part of the debt, determined
by the court [13, p. 76]. There are also cases when it is impossible to divide or allocate the share
of one of the spouses without violating the integrity of the property (car, painting, etc.), then the
court can make a decision, taking into account the interest of each party and determining the
need for its use, leaving the right to whoever needs it more, and assigns compensation to the
second, which is expressed in the form of providing property of equal value, or payment in
money, with the condition that the husband has given his consent to receive monetary payments.
If the amount is insignificant, the court may decide on the obligation to pay compensation
without requiring consent. The court sets a deadline for payment of monetary compensation to
one of the spouses, violation of which entails fines.

The division of common property of spouses is often faced with such a practice as
falsification of documents, pursuing two goals: the first is to eliminate the division of common
property through evidence that the property did not exist, or was purchased by third parties, most
often relatives are indicated, or this property is not. jointly acquired; the second is to reduce the
real share of the husband in the joint property, proving that the spouses have joint debts,
underestimating the value of the property, etc. [14, p. 65].

Itis possible to eliminate falsification of evidence during the distribution of joint property
upon divorce by securing a lawsuit and imposing a seizure on disputed property. Before seizing
the property, it is necessary to collect all possible documents that confirm the fact that the spouses
acquired the property before the separation of the brother (documents, photos, etc.). Also, if
necessary, a forensic commaodity examination should be conducted in the course of the trial, it is
needed in order to establish the real value of the disputed property; judicial — technical
documents, handwriting examination, it is necessary to establish the statute of limitations of
compliance of receipts, or to make any changes to them [15, p. 174]. In order to establish the fact
of falsification of evidence, in the event that a party provides fictitious documents confirming
the payment, it is necessary to send requests to the tax authority in order to clarify the fact of the
existence of this organization, its location, and its field of activity.

Conclusions. Thus, the problem of dividing the property of the spouses is quite relevant.
It is the contractual regulation of property relations between spouses that will avoid many
complications in the event of a divorce. However, in order to implement the conditions on the
contractual regime of marital property in practice, it is necessary to ensure an increase in the
legal literacy of the population, so there is still a lot of work to be done in this direction. The
division of marital property is a complex process due to the large number of legal nuances and
individual circumstances of each family.
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ABSTRACT

The article describes one of the most common problems of family and marital relations — the
determination of the common property of the spouses and its division, which occurs in the event of a
divorce. It is characterized that the division of joint property of spouses (former spouses) means, as a rule,
the termination of their joint property, including joint property, which in some cases may become part of
the impossibility of dividing property in kind). The division of joint property entails the allocation of a
specific property or part of it to each of the spouses (former spouses), and sometimes the recovery of the
difference in the value of the allocated property from one of them in favor of the other, if the division was
not carried out in accordance with fate or is not of equal value. The legal norms regulating the procedure
for creation and division of joint property of spouses in the marriage and family legislation of Ukraine have
been studied. An analysis of some examples from the judicial practice of determining the shares of spouses
in their common joint property was carried out. It was determined that the most common problem of modern
times, unfortunately, is the division of property of the spouses, which in turn arises in the event of a divorce.
Property division problems can be avoided thanks to the timely conclusion of a marriage contract, in which
the division of property will be carried out with the conditions prescribed in the marriage contract, that is,
this procedure will be carried out on the basis of a voluntary agreement. However, the conclusion of a
marriage contract has ceased to be a common practice among married couples, who treat this procedure as
an insult to feelings, thus making a gross mistake and complicating the procedure for the division of
property in the event of termination of marital relations, since disputes regarding the division of property
almost always accompany the dissolution of marriage.

Keywords: marriage, spouse, family law, divorce, movable and immovable property, division of
property.
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PROBLEMATIC ISSUES AND PROPOSALS FOR IMPROVING
THE INSTITUTION OF JUDGMENTS REVISION TO NEWLY
DISCOVERED OR EXCEPTIONAL CIRCUMSTANCES

Oxer Kypasens. IPOBJEMHI TIMTAHHS TA MPONO3MIID OO
BAOCKOHAJIEHHSA IHCTUTYTY NEPEIJIANY CyaoBUx PIIIEHb 3A
HOBOBUSIBJIEHUMHU ABO BUHATKOBUMHU OBCTABHUHAMM. Ilpouec ynockoHaJIeHHsS
3aKOHOJIABCTBA CKJIaAHMUIT 1 TpuBayMi. DOPMYITIOBAaHHS HOBHX NTPAaBOBUX HOPM, a TAKOXK BHECEHHS 3MiH i
JIOTIOBHEHb JI0 YMHHUX HOPMAaTHBHO-TIPABOBHX AKTIB, K IPABUIIO, 0A3yeThCSI HA TTTMOOKUX TEOPETHIHNX
JOCHI/DKEHHSX THTaHb 1 3poOJEHUMX Ha iX OCHOBI apryMEHTOBAaHMX BHCHOBKaX. Pe3yiapTaToM Takoro
0araToeTalmHoOTO0 MPOIECY, OO SAKOTO TOpSA i3 3aKOHONABISMH 3allydalOThcs HAYKOBII Ta (axiBii
BIJMIOBIIHUX Tay3ei IpaBa, € MPUUHATTS HOPMATHBHO-TIPABOBUX aKTiB, SKi BIAMOBIZAOTH HE TINBKU
BUMOTaM HOPMOTBOpPYOI TEXHIKH, aje, Hepll 3a Bce, MOTpedi JeMOKpPaTHYHOI Ta NMPaBOBOI JEpIKaBH.
HaBeneHi MipKyBaHHsS HaOyBalOTh Ba)KJIMBOTO 3HAUCHHS IPH MEPEHECEHHI 1X Ha MPOIeC YA0CKOHAICHHS
IIMBIIBHOTO MPOLECYaTbHOTO 3aKOHOABCTBA, SIKE PEryIII0e KOHKPETHY cepy CYCHUIbHUX BiJHOCHH, 110
noTpedye MakCHMAJIBHO MPOIYMaHOTO MPUIHATTS 3aKOHOJABYMX PIllIeHb 32 Pe3yJbTaTaMH JOCITIIKEHb
BUCHUX-TIPOLIECYAITICTIB, Ki OEpyTh y4acTh y HOPMOTBOPUIii AisSIIBHOCTI. IIpoLec.

HesBaxatoun Ha BUCOKHH piBeHb PO3BUTKY IIMBLUIFHO-IIPOLIECYANBHOT HAYKH, 6arato mpooIeMHIX
IMUTaHb HE OTPUMAIM CBOTO OJHO3HAYHOTO BHpimeHHs. Cepex OCTAHHIX NPHUBEPTAE yBary NHTAHHS
TEOPETHIHOTO OCMHCIICHHS CTaJil MPOBA/UKEHHS y CIIPaBax 3a HOBOBHSBICHHMH OOCTaBHHAMH, 30KpeMa
npoGJyieMa BU3HAYEHHS KJIIOYOBOTO TEPMiHY CTajii muBUIBHOTO mpomuecy «IIpoBamkeHHS y IMBUIBHHX
CpaBax y 3B’S3Ky 3 HOBOBHSIBICHUMH 0OCTaBHHAME BiJMOBIIHO O 3aKOHOMABCTBA YKpPaiHH — MOHSATTS
HOBOBHSIBIIEHMX O0CTaBHH.

CnpaBa B TOMy, IO HE3BOXAIOYM Ha 3HAYHY POJb L[OTO TEPMiHA B XapaKTEpPHCTHI CTafii
NPOBAKEHHS Y LUBIIGHUX CIIPaBaxX 3a HOBOBHUSBICHUMHU OOCTaBHHAMH, Y LHBIILHOMY IPOILIECYalIbHOMY
3aKOHOJIABCTBI HOTO BU3HAYCHHS BiICyTHE. KpiMm TOTO, Y HayKOBii, HABUANbHIN Ta HaBYAJBHIH JiTEpaTypi
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