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Theoretical and methodological foundations
of forensic economics

In modern conditions, the need to increase efficiency of forensic expert activity
in economic field depends on development of theoretical and methodological
base of forensic economics, interpretation of this economic and legal category
in legislative field and determination of the system-forming factor of totality of
forensic examinations.

While systematizing scientific content, the main key issues related to
theoretical development foundations of this type of forensic science are
considered. The key informative informational blocks of forensic economics
are highlighted: the first block is procedural nature of forensic examination
assignment and conducting; second block is the use of specific expertise in the
field of economics; third block is the topic of forensic economic examination;
fourth block is the purpose of the results of economic research. An attempt has
been made to improve interpretation of forensic economics as an economic
and legal category, as well as to substantiate its classification on the basis of
dividing social production into material and non-material fields that are studied
by corresponding economic sciences.

Thanks to the use of dialectical method, it is substantiated that solution to this
methodological issue lies in the field of material production. Consideration of the
relations between the economy and other fields of social activity demonstrated
that economy is primary that allowed, as a result of the division of social
production into the field of material production (material goods and material
services, object of economic relations has a materialized form) and intangible
production (intangible goods and intangible services, object economic relations
has a non-material form) to determine the system-forming factor of various types
of forensic economic examinations.

Keywords: forensic economics, methodology, economic relations, public
production, material production, intangible production, classification criterion.

Formulation of Research Problem. The development of economic phe-
nomena and processes shows that contradictions within the economic system
influence the efficiency of its functioning serving as foundation for taking eco-
nomic relations to a whole new level of development. Market economy pro-
vides greater opportunities for execution of different economic projects for
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both legitimate profit-making and spread of economic offenses to make an il-
legal financial benefit. Unfortunately, domestic economy is characterized by
such features.

The effectiveness of investigation carried out by law enforcement agencies
of economic offenses involves collecting sufficient and uncontested evidence de-
pending on many factors. Among them, a significant place is taken by forensic
economics as one of efficient methods of judiciary which is appointed during
investigation of such offenses, as well as during consideration of economic dis-
putes in court. It helps to study in detail circumstances of economic offense,
using special knowledge in the field of economics. The complexity and contra-
dictory of legal and regulatory legislation, existence of various types of produc-
tion and financial activities and complexity of the analysis of their numerous
processes for judicial inquiry bodies necessitate the use of special knowledge of
this segment of economic sciences.

At the same time, the level of these knowledge use depends on the develop-
ment of theoretical and methodological principles of forensic economics (con-
ceptual apparatus, classification, purpose, objectives, object, subject, research
methods) as an organic unity of economic sciences and legal provisions. Trans-
formation of economic conditions under the influence of endogenous and exog-
enous factors resulting in a corresponding amendment of legal and regulatory
legislation in the field of economics, as well as its inconsistency should adapt
forensic economics to these conditions. The relevance of our research topic is
due to the above.

Analysis of Essential Researches and Publications. At different times,
theoretical and methodological foundations of forensic economics were stud-
ied by domestic and foreign scientists, among whom: M. F. Bazas, 1. A. Volko-
va, L. V. Hutsalenko, L. V. Dikan, S. V. Yevdokimenko, N. I. Klymenko,
T. O. Krivtsova, V. D. Ponikarov, O. R. Rossynska, V. V. Fedchyshyna and oth-
ers '. Not diminishing the contribution of these researchers in the development

' E. g., Bazack M. ®@. TeopeTHKO-METOOIOTIUHI 3acayl CyI0BO-0yXraarepchKoi
CKCIIePTU3H : HaB4Y. MOCI0. Ut cTyd. BuII. Hapd. 3aki. Kwuie, 2007. P. 246—256 ; Boin-
xoBa I. A. CynmoBo-Oyxranrepcbka excreprusa : Haed. moci6. Kuis, 2009. P. 17—23 ;
I'ynanenko JI. B., Muxansunmmuna JI. T, Cunopyk B. M. Ta in. CynoBo-Oyxranrepcbka
ekcrieptu3a : Had. noci6. Kuis, 2011. P. 49—56 ; dikans JI. B., Ilonikapos B. 1., Ko-
xymko O. B. CynoBo-exoHOMIYHA eKcriepTu3a : HaBd. nocib. Xapkis, 2014. P. 242—265 ;
€nokiMenko C. B. IlepcriekTuBH pO3BUTKY CyHOBO-€KOHOMIUHHX eKcIepTH3. Haute
npaso. 2016. Ne 2. P. 42—46 ; Kimmenxko H. 1., ®erunmmna B. B. Cynoso-exonomiuna
eKCIIepTH3a: CyJacHHUH CTaH 1 aKTyallbHi UTaHHA. Kpuminanicmuunui gicnux. 2016. Ne 1
(25). P. 56—61 ; Kpisnosa T. O. YnockoHaneHHs! IPaBOBOTO 3a0€3IIEUSHHS CyI0BO-EKO-
HOMIYHOI eKCHEepTH3H SIK (POPMH EKOHOMIYHOTO KOHTpoIto. bisnec Inghopm. 2015. Ne 2.
P. 49 ; [Tonukapos B. JI. TeopeTrueckie OCHOBBI CTAHOBIICHUS M Pa3BUTHS CYJIcOHO-9KO-
HOMHYECKOH dKcnepTussl B Ykpaune. bisnec Ingpopm. 2011. Ne 2 (2). P. 158—160 ; Poc-
cuHckas E. P. Cyne6OHast skcriepTnsa B rpask/IaHCKOM, apOUTPasKHOM, aIMHHICTPAaTHBHOM
1 YTOJIOBHOM TIPOIIEcCe : Hayd.-IIPAKT. 10co0. 3-e u31., qon. Mocksa, 2011. P. 143—144.
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of forensic economics and without claiming to exhaustion and thoroughness of
research, we believe that topical issues of theoretical and methodological princi-
ples of forensic economics under variability of economic and legal management
conditions require further scientific exploration.

The Article Purpose is to research on fundamental theoretical and method-
ological principles of forensic economics; firstly, it is an attempt to scientifical-
ly substantiate its essence and systematize its types under a single criterion for
classification.

Main Content Presentation. Forensic economics (as an essential functional
element of the judicial and legal system) provides significant information evi-
dence to law enforcement agencies and thus indirectly ensures economic secu-
rity of the state and its citizens: return of funds to the State budget, increase in
the efficiency of economic offenses investigation, etc. For this purpose, forensic
economics should be ensured with a scientifically substantiated theoretical and
methodological base, which is an embodiment of organically interrelated, inter-
dependent and interconnected processes taking place at the intersection of two
epistemological areas: economic and legal.

To fulfill the set goal, let’s determine the essence of forensic economics,
which is a point of departure for our research. There is no interpretation for this
term in the domestic regulatory legal framework: this issue has been considered
by individual scientists '. This applies to the definition of classification, subject,
object and tasks of this type of forensic examination indicating the incomplete-
ness of its theoretical principles (received its name recently, in 2001) formation
under new socio-economic conditions. In such circumstances there is an objec-
tive need to develop regulatory legal support of experts specialized in econom-
ics: standardized both for state and non-state forensic institutions.

In modern scientific literature, various interpretations of forensic economics
concept can be found. Here are just a few examples:

»  procedural research carried out by application of special knowledge,
skills and abilities of a forensic expert and allows to solve tasks ad-
dressed to him by inquiry bodies, pre-trial investigation or court to re-
solve criminal, civil, administrative cases or commercial disputes ?;

»  procedural form of research is based on special knowledge in various
areas of economics, economic analysis, audit and control of journal
vouchers, account and tax ledgers and financial statements of entities
of various forms of ownership to address a wide range of issues aris-
ing while investigation of economic offenses and litigation of economic
disputes 3,

' E.g., Kpisuosa T. O. Op. cit. ; Pomanis C. P., byauuk JI. A., Cagenxo C. I. Cy-
JIOBO-CKOHOMIYHA eKCIepTH3a B YKpaiHi: 1 eKOHOMIYHA CyTh Ta KapoBe 3a0e3IeUCHHS.
Ingppacmpyxmypa punxy. 2018. Ne 23. P. 344.

2 Kpierogsa T. O. Op. cit. P. 49.

3 Mikans JI. B., Townikapos B. JI., Koxymxo O. B. Op. cit. P. 250.
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*  procedural study of economic entities, phenomena and processes which
contain information about the facts and circumstances of a particular
case pending in court, by applying specific expertise and skills of a fo-
rensic economist .

The definition of this term specifies main substantive blocks reflecting
the essence of forensic economics: the first block: the procedural nature of
appointment and conduct; the second block: the use of special knowledge in the
field of economics; the third block: the subject of forensic economics; the fourth
block: the purpose of economic research results.

Describing these main meaningful information blocks, let’s emphasize that
study of production and financial activities of economic entities involves the study
of research objects. These include all case files (accounting records, especially:
journal vouchers, registers of synthetic and analytical accounting; tax, financial,
reports; organizational and administrative documents; various types of contracts;
tax audit reports; inventory files; conclusions drawn by forensic experts of other
specializations, etc.), which are provided in paper or electronic form for forensic
examination by forensic examination initiators.

A forensic examination is performed by a qualified person who applies special
knowledge in the field of economics while research, the latter corresponds to
regulatory requirements of procedural law (criminal, commercial, administrative,
civil, etc.), which is a completely objective phenomenon.

Continuing research, let’s stress that economy (translated from Greek:
economic management)is the most important area of public life, in which (based on
the use of various resources) production, exchange, distribution and consumption
of human activity products are implemented, the system of productive forces and
economic relations governed by different types of economic laws? is forming and
developing. That is, economy is a comprehensive, multifaceted representation
of the sum of various economic relations (organizational, economic, socio-
economic), which its entities enter for production, sale and consumption of
tangible and intangible goods and services to meet their needs.

Given the above, the following definition of forensic economics may be
suggested. Forensic economics is a study of the economic activity of economic
entities based on application of special economic knowledge to provide an expert
conclusion on issues raised by initiators of court proceedings.

An important issue, starting point that allows you to define tasks, develop
methods and expert research methods and thus form fundamental theoretical and
methodological basis, is a scientifically sound classification of forensic econom-
ics. As can be seen, formation of the methodological basis as the system of in-
tegrity requires adherence to a certain logical sequence. This issue is the subject

! Pomanis C. P., Byauuk JI. A., Cauenko C. I. Op. cit. P. 345.
> ExoHoMiuHa eHuukioneis : y 3 7. T. 1 : A (A6annon) — K (KoHuenTpaiiist Bupo6-
uunrsa) / pen.: b. 1. Tapuwmimmn, C. B. Moueprnit. Kuis, 2000. P. 380.
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of a rather long study of scientific expert opinion, however, there is still no
classification by a single criterion.

First attempts to systematize forensic examinations (in particular, forensic
economics) were made in 1970 by O. R. Shliakhov who proposed to single
out classes, types, species and subspecies of forensic examinations by a com-
mon feature, and by a classification feature it’s suggested to distinguish the
three-component one: the subject, object and research method '.

At the same time, according to H. A. Matusovskyi, such classification fea-
ture includes the subject and content of forensic examination, as well as pecu-
liarities of economy and the type of economic activity in which area offenses
were made. He believes that the effectiveness of data of forensic economics,
which are used as evidence in criminal cases, help to go beyond the system of
genera (species) of forensic economics 2.

In view of P. P. Cheberiak, in connection with the study of the range of fo-
rensic economic analyses of a common object — accounting and economic op-
erations — they can be classified as follows: a forensic examination of the ac-
counting process which study patterns of information presentation of economic
activity in the system of accounting of economic activity facts at economic
entities; forensic examination of economic operations performing research on
patterns of information presentation of economic activity in the system of eco-
nomic indicators and other accounting and economic information revealing the
content of economic operations °.

O. P. Rossynska suggests to use the nature of research objects with a set of
solved tasks “ as the basis for the division of forensic examinations into species
and subspecies.

However, H. I. Klymenko believes that concepts of classification systems
disregard all specifics of forensic examinations referred to, therefore, provoke
certain problems that need to be addressed °.

Also, the following statements of individual authors are not unreasonable:
since the integration and interconnection of knowledge naturally leads to blur-
ring of lines between forensic and non-forensic examinations, integration of
various types of species and types of forensic science, then it is fully justified to
make a conclusion as to a uniform nature of forensic examinations ¢; The lack

'E.g., Kimumerko H. 1., ®equninna B. B. Op. cit. P. 57 ; FOnauskuit O. B. Koncnekr
nexuiit 3 pucnmtiau «Excniepromnorisy. duinpo, 2016. P. 50.

2 MarycoBckuii I. A. DKOHOMHUYECKUE TIPECTYIUICHHS: KPUMUHAIMCTUYCCKU aHa-
3. XappkoB, 1999. P. 464—470.

3 Yebepsix IT. T1. 3apaaHHs CyI0BUX SKCIEPTH3 IIPU PO3KPHUTTI i pO3CITiAyBaHHI 3710~
YHHIB, BANHEHUX B KOHOMIUHIN cdepi Ykpainu. Haykosi sanucku JIbgiscokoco ynisepcu-
memy 0iznecy ma npasa. 2013. Bu. 10. P. 85.

4 Poccunckast E. P. Op. cit. P. 143.

5 Knumenxo H. I., ®epunmmna B. B. Op. cit. P. 59.

¢ Poccumnckast E. P. Op. cit. P. 143.
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of unity in the characteristic of forensic science is due to the absence of a single
scientifically substantiated approach to the classification of forensic examina-
tions, differences in the formulation of the subject and object of forensic eco-
nomics '; The synthetic nature of the general theory of forensic science allows
viewing any kind of forensic examination simply as a forensic examination 2.

As shown, current development of forensic economics is marked by unre-
solved methodological problems: the absence of interpretation of the essence of
forensic economics in the regulatory and legal framework, a universal criterion
for well ordering of the range of forensic sciences. In this regard, researches
by T. A. Svietlichna, A. A. Stankevych and H. O. Shumak deserve special at-
tention, who divided all economic sciences according to research subject into
two groups (the first: general theoretical, basic sciences (political economy,
economic theory, etc.), the second: specific economic, applied), next specific
economic, applied sciences by the criteria of the main function of manage-
ment (main or specific) were divided into managerial, functional (planning,
accounting, statistics, economic analysis and others) and non-functional (spe-
cial sciences: labor economics, finance, credit, pricing, etc. territorial sciences;
sectoral sciences and allied sciences with economy).

In the field of economic activity management, a general object of studying
all specific economic, applied sciences (production relations and workforce) is
a system that includes two subsystems: a subsystem undergoing management
(it is studied by non-functional sciences) and subsystem that exercise control (it
is studied by managerial functional sciences) °.

Later, scientists note that since the subject of economic sciences study is
two sides of social production: material (productive forces) and public (eco-
nomic, production relations, in which people enter at all stages of social pro-
duction), then specific economic non-functional sciences study: the material
aspect: labor economics, pricing, etc. the public aspect: finance, money in cir-
culation, credit, etc. As a result, given the common object of studying all eco-
nomic sciences, the classification of the latter under the research subject of their
common object, forensic science may be divided into two species *:

e forensic production and economic (commercial and economic

forensics) examination which includes such types of forensics as

! Bitep 1. B. Cy1noBo-ckOHOMIYHA €KCIIepPTH3a Y J0BEICHHI 00CTaBHH, IO i JIsra-
I0Th 000B’SI3KOBOMY JIOKa3yBaHHIO IIPH PO3CIILTyBaHHI 3I0YHMHIB y cepi (iHaHCYyBaHHS
COIIaJIFHUX IIJIBOBHUX NporpaM. Teopia ma npakmuxa cy0oeoi ekcnepmu3su i Kpuminani-
cmuxku. 2019. Ne 20. P. 407.

2 AsepesioBa T. B. Cyne6nas skcrneprtuza. Kype obmieit Teopun. Mocksa, 2009.
P. 318.

3 Ceerminynast T. A., Crankend A. A., HIymak I. A. MeTo010rn4eckiue OCHOBBI Cy-
JIeOHBIX YIKOHOMHIECKUX KCIepTus. [1paso u demokpamus : ¢6. Hayd. Tp. 2012. Beim. 23.
P. 2—3. URL: https://elib.bsu.by/handle/123456789/28756 (date accessed: 20.03.2021).

4 Ibidem. P. 4—S5.
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forensic examination of terms of pay, forensic examination of prices
and pricing, etc., and each of them: such subspecies as planning,
accounting, analysis of or control over production or economic
activities accordingly;

» forensic production and economic (commercial and economic
forensics) examination which include such types of forensics as
forensic examination of terms of pay, forensic examination of prices
and pricing, etc., and each of them: such subspecies as planning,
accounting, analysis of or control over production or economic
activities accordingly;

For example, we adhere to the classification of forensic economics
proposed by T. A. Svietlichna, A. A. Stankevych and H. O. Shumak, under
current conditions of the development of economic relations and productive
forces. At the same time, let’s somewhat expand researches of these authors in
the economic area.

The starting point in solving this methodological problem (by dialectical
method of knowledge) is to determine a cause-effect relation between the
development of material production and the rest of social activity areas. From
these perspectives, economy is primary, and other areas of human activity are
subordinate which are derivatives of it (public administration, finance, science,
education, health care, etc.). In view of the above, the primary is the economy
as a set of fields that differ in the nature of production, the secondary: economic
sciences which aim to substantiate economic relations for a particular type
of economic system in their inextricable connection with the development
of productive forces (means of production: means of labor, subject of labor,
workforce) and peculiarities of their implementation in different areas of
economy (for production, distribution, exchange and consumption of material
and non-material goods and services).

By its nature, social production is represented by two areas:

1) area of material production (industry; agriculture; construction; freight
transport; services of production; public catering; logistical support, etc.) !.
It is characterized by production and implementation of material goods and
services. It is a production cycle, which is constantly reproduced, and the
object of economic relations is tangible;

2) field of non-material production (insurance; lending; taxation; social se-
curity; housing and community services; passenger transport and commu-
nication; education; health care and others) 2. It is characterized by pro-
duction of intangible goods and intangible services. Economic relations

! Manemox H. T1., Makcumenko I. A. Ictopiss eKOHOMIKH Ta €KOHOMIYHOI JTyMKH.
[MonitTrana exoHoMist. MikpoekoHoMika. MakpoeKoHOMIKa : HaBd. IOCi0. 2-Te BHJL., epe-
po6. Ta non. Kuis, 2014. P. 72.

2 Ibidem.
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arise in relation to redistribution of national income by directing financial
resources for the maintenance of non-productive field (education, health
care, science, etc.), as well as in favor of financial and credit institutions in
the form of return and payment of interest by economic entities in accor-
dance with prior loans and other financial payments. The object of econom-
ic relations is presented as cash (non-cash), monetary assets, securities and
other monetary equivalents.

Public production taking place in the field of material and non-material
production, in the process of its implementation involves planning, accounting,
control and analysis of productive and non-productive activities respectively,
which is obligatory for adoption of rational managerial decisions.

Considering the above, classification of forensic economics according to
the suggested approach is considered scientifically grounded, which, undoubt-
edly, does not exclude its critical analysis for its further improvement.

Conclusions. Efficiency of forensic activity in the economic field,
effectiveness of interaction with judicial inquiry bodies (which is its functional
purpose), depend, in particular, from the development of the theoretical and
methodological base of forensic economics. Firstly, it concerns research on its
essence, what is impossible without study of production processes of social
production, as well as systematization of the whole range of forensic economics
based on a uniform criterion, which, for its part, is impossible without the use
of a scientifically substantiated approach, since this forensic examination as
well as the rest of forensic examinations, is implemented by special knowledge
regarding the economic area of human activity.
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0. A. I'opnhauyx
TeopeTuko-MeTon0J10TiuHI 3acaau
CYI10BOI €KOHOMIYHOI eKCIIePTU3H
YV cyuacnux ymosax neobxionicme niosuuyeHHs eqpeKmusHoCmi €y0080-eKc-
nepmuoi OiLIbHOCMI 8 eKOHOMIUHIT chepi 3anedxicums i0 po36UMKY meopenu-
KO-MemoooN02i4HOI 6a3u cy0080i eKOHOMIYHOT eKCnepmusu, wo U 3yMOSULO aK-
MyanbHicmb memu O0CHIONCEHHSL.
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V' mpoyeci cucmemamuszayii nayxosozco mamepiany po3ensiHymo OCHOGHI
HNUMAHHSL, WO CMOCYIOMbC MEOPEMUYHUX OCHO8 PO3BUMKY Yb020 6UOY CYOO-
601 excnepmusu. 30[UCHeHO cnpoby 600CKOHANEeHHs IHmepnpemayii cyoo6oi
EKOHOMIYHOI eKCnepmu3u ik eKOHOMIKO-NPAasosol Kamezopii, a maxkodic 00IpyH-
myeanHst il kiacugixayii Ha 0CHOBI NOOLTY CYCNIIbHO2O BUPOOHUYMEA HA Ma-
mepianvbHy ma HemamepiaibHy cghepu, KOMpi USHAIOMbCsL 6iI0NOGIOHUMU €KO-
HOMIYHUMU HAYKAMU.

Knrouogi cnosa: cyoosa ekonomiuna excnepmu3sa, Memoooio2isl, eKOHOMIYHI
BIOHOCUHIL, CYCNiIbHE BUPOOHUYMBO, MamepiaibHe 8UPOOHUYMEO, Hemamepiaib-
He 8UPOOHUYMEO, Kpumepitl K1acugikayii.

A. A. TI'opnauyx
TeopeTHK0-MeTO/10,I0IrHYeCKHE OCHOBBI
cyne0HOM IKOHOMHUYECKOH IKCIIePTH3bI

B cospemennvix yciogusx HeobXoOumMocmsv noGbluleHUs dPPekmusHocmu
CYOeObHO-IKCNEPMHOU OesIMelbHOCMU 8 IKOHOMUYECKOU cqhepe 3asucum om pas-
BUMUSL MEOPEMUKO-MEMOI0NI02UHEeCKOU Oa3bl CYOeOHOU IKOHOMUHECKOU IKCHep-
MU3bl, Npedcoe 6ce20 UHMePNPemayu Mol IKOHOMUKO-NPABOGOU KAMe20puu
6 3aKOHOOAMENbHOM NoJie U OnpedeieHus: CUCeMoodpasylouie2o Gakxmopa co-
BOKYNHOCMU DKCHEPMU3.

B npoyecce cucmemamusayuu HayuHo20 Mamepuaid paccmompersl 0CHOG-
Hble KAIoYesble GONPOCH, KACAIOUUECS) EeOPEeMUIECKUX OCHO8 PA36UMUsL D020
suoa cyoebHoll sxcnepmussl. Boidenenvt yznoevie codepacamenvrole unpopma-
yuonHble OII0KU CYOEeOHOU IKOHOMUYECKOU IKCNEPMU3bL: Nepablil 010K — npoyec-
CYanvbublil Xapakmep HA3HAYeHUsl U RPOBEOeHUs], GMOPOLL OIOK — UCNONb308AHUE
CNeyuanbHblX 3HAHUL 8 cghepe IKOHOMUKY, mpemuil 610K — npeomem uUcciedo-
8aHuUsl CYOOHOU IKOHOMUYECKOL IKCREPMU3bl; 4uemaEépmulil 010K — HA3HAYeHue
DPE3VILIMAMO8 IKOHOMUYECKO20 ucciedosanust. [Ipeonpunsama nonvimka ycosep-
WEHCMBOBAHUSL UHMePNpemayu cyOeOHOU KOHOMUYECKOL IKCHEPMU3bl KAK
IKOHOMUKO-NPABOBOLL KAMe20pull, a Makice 0O0CHOBANHUS ee KAACCUDUKAYUU HA
0CHOBe OelleHUst 00UWeCmBEenH020 NPOU3600CMEA HA MAMEPUATIbHYIO U Hemame-
PUATBHYIO Chepbl, KOMOopble U3yUaOmcs COOMBEMCMBEHHbIMU IKOHOMUYECKUMU
HayKamu.

bnazodaps npumenenuio ouanexmuueckoeo memooa 060CHOBAHO, YMO pe-
wieHue Mol MemoooL02udecKkoll npodiembl HAXOOUMCcs 6 chepe mamepuaib-
HO020 npoussoocmea. Paccmompenue 63aumocesnsu dKOHOMUKU U Opyeux cghep
06wecmeentol 0esimenbHOCMU NOKA3AL0, YO IKOHOMUKA NEPEUYHA, YMO NO-
3601UN0 6 pe3yibmame pazoeneHust 0OUecmeeHH020 Npou3eoocmsa Ha cgepy
MAMeEPUAILHOZ0 NPOU3BOOCMEA (Mamepuaibible 01aza U MamepualbHvle yc-
ayeu; 00beKm 9KOHOMUHECKUX OMHOUEHU UMeem 08eueCmeiénuyto gopmy)
U HEMAMEPUATILHO20 NPOU3B0OCMEA (Hemamepuaibhvie O1aza U HeMamepuaib-
Hble yeayeu; 00beKm IKOHOMUUECKUX OMHOWEHUT UMeen HeO08eweCmaiEHHyIo
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Gdopmy) onpedenums cucmemooopazyIOWUll GAKmop pasiuyHblX U008 CyOeo-
HbIX 9KOHOMUYECKUX IKCHEePMU3.

Knrouesvie cnosa: cyoebOnas s3koHOMUUECKAs IKCHEpMuU3d, MEmooono2us,
9IKOHOMUUECKUE OMHOUEHUS, 0OWECMEEHHOe NPOU3BOOCHEO, MAMEPUATLHOE
nPoOU3B00CME0, HEMAMEPUATLHOE NPOUZEOOCINEO, KPUMepPUll K1ACCUPUKAYUU.
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