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National legal regulation of foreign investments

The article analyzes the international and national practice of legal regulation of foreign investments. The
main issues necessary to attract foreign investors are also indicated. Adoption of special laws on foreign
investment is caused by the necessity to attract foreign investment into the country's economy by creating a
favorable climate and granting preferential treatment for foreign investments. The author emphasizes that the
creation of the appropriate system of legal regulation of activities with the participation of foreign investors is
not limited by creating a favorable regime for foreign investments or granting them benefits and preferences,
first of all, it should take aim at ensuring and protecting social (public) interests. Therefore, the state has the
right to install certain restrictions in implementation of foreign investments. As it is proved by the
international practice of attracting foreign investment, the introduction of restrictions and withdrawals from
the national regime and most-favored-national treatment for the placement of foreign investment is possible
even in the conditions of maximized full liberalization of foreign investors’ activity. Disclosing the general
trend in the development of national legislation on foreign investments in different countries, the author
believes that after the end of the investment policy aimed at attracting foreign investment that has led to
economic growth and the welfare of the population, another process begins, when the differences between
different legal regimes of foreign and national investment are obliterated. As a result, special legislation on
foreign investment is replaced by a general legislation, including investment, civil, commercial legislations,
etc.

Keywords: investment, national investment, foreign investment, legislation on foreign investments,
investment activity, foreign investor, investment policy, foreign capital, investment area, investment field, in-
vesting.

The national legal regulation of foreign investment also plays an important role in the development of
investment activities and investment relations. In general, there are two main approaches to the national legal
regulation of foreign investments: 1) in developed countries (such as the United States, Germany, Great Brit-
ain, France, etc.), there are no special laws for foreign investments, since foreign investors has used the same
rules and regulations that are applied to the activities of national investors. In developing countries (such as
countries in Africa, Latin America and Asia), there is a special law on foreign investment, which is either
Foreign Investment Codes or the laws on foreign investment or other investment laws [1; 35].

In general, the international practice of legal regulation of foreign investment considers that the adop-
tion of special laws on foreign investment is caused by the necessity to attract foreign investment into the
country's economy by creating a favorable climate and granting preferential treatment for foreign investment.

Due to the fact when studying the possibilities of investing abroad, investors usually study the political
and legal situation in the country of potential investments [2; 239]. However, in the process of economic de-
velopment of this or that country, there is no longer any need to create special conditions for foreign inves-
tors, therefore special laws on foreign investment are abolished.

In particular in Canada, the Law on Foreign Investment was enacted in 1973, and in 1985 was abolished
in connection with the adoption of the Law on Investments in Canada [2; 242]. Consequently, the general
trend in the development of the national legislation on foreign investment of different countries is that after
the end of the investment policy aimed at attracting foreign investment that has led to economic growth and
the welfare of the population. Another process begins, when the differences between different legal regimes
of foreign and national investment. As a result, special legislation on foreign investment is replaced by gen-
eral legislation, including investment, civil, commercial legislations, etc.

In Kazakhstan, special legislation on foreign investment lasted only 13 years. First, the Law of the Ka-
zakh SSR «On Foreign Investments in the Kazakh SSR» was adopted on December 7, 1990. Then on De-
cember 27, 1994 a new Law «On Foreign Investments» was adopted, which had abolished the previous leg-
islative act; and in connection with the adoption of the Law of the Republic of Kazakhstan «On Investments»
on January 8, 2003, the Law of the Republic of Kazakhstan «On Foreign Investments» of 1994 was declared
forfeited. Kazakhstani legislation on foreign investments provided for the possibility of granting both the
national regime and the most favored national treatment to foreign investments as well as a whole range of
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guarantees provided to foreign investors: guarantees against changes in legislation, guarantees against expro-
priation, guarantees against illegal actions by state bodies and officials, etc. As well as the possibility
of obtaining additional benefits for foreign investments in priority sectors of economy and social sphere (ar-
ticles 4-13).

In addition, the legislation on foreign investments provided for the possibility of establishing various re-
strictions. For example, it was stipulated that foreign investments could be invested in any objects and activi-
ties not prohibited for such investments by the legislative acts of the Republic of Kazakhstan, but there was
no indication of which objects and activities are related to such investments. Further, in according to with the
legislation, the territories could be determined where the activity of foreign investors or enterprises with for-
eign participation can be limited or prohibited, based on the necessity to ensure national security.

Thus, in accordance with the legislation of the Republic of Kazakhstan on national security, it is estab-
lished that in order to protect the national interests of the Republic of Kazakhstan, including preservation and
strengthening industrial potential, the Republic of Kazakhstan, with the observance of guarantees provided to
foreign investors, can monitor the condition and use of the facilities of the economy of the Republic of Ka-
zakhstan, which are under the government and ownership of foreign organizations or organizations with for-
eign participation [3].

Alongside with this, it was stipulated that the requirements for ensuring national security are mandatory
taken into account when concluding contracts for the use of the strategic resources of the RK, during the im-
plementation of these contracts and monitoring of their execution. At the same time, the national security
legislation stipulates that it is not possible to conclude international treaties that could prejudice national se-
curity or lead to the loss of state independence of the Republic of Kazakhstan and that would limit the sphere
of sovereign rights of the Republic of Kazakhstan. In general, it must be admitted that the establishment of
restrictions for foreign investors is widely used in international investment practices, and does not indicate a
restriction on the rights of foreign investors.

The Law of the Republic of Kazakhstan «On Investmentsy», which was adopted on January 8, 2003,
lasted until January 1, 2016, i.e. before the entry into force of the Entrepreneurship Code of the Republic of
Kazakhstan. 24 business articles weve directly devoted to the regulation of investment activity in the Entre-
preneurial Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan.

The Entrepreneurial Code of the RK gives the right to investors to invest in any objects and types of en-
trepreneurial activity, except in cases stipulated by the laws of the Republic of Kazakhstan.

The Entrepreneurial Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan provides investors with full and unconditional
protection of rights and interests, which is ensured by the Constitution of the Republic of Kazakhstan, the
Business Code and other normative legal acts of the Republic of Kazakhstan, as well as international treaties
ratified by the Republic of Kazakhstan.

The investor also has the right for compensation of damage caused to him as a result of issuing acts by
government bodies that do not comply with the legislative acts of the Republic of Kazakhstan, as well as a
result of illegal actions (inaction) of officials of these bodies in accordance with the civil legislation of the
Republic of Kazakhstan [4].

The main normative legal acts regulating investment relations in Kazakhstan are:

1. Entrepreneurship Code of the Republic of Kazakhstan;

2. Resolution of the Government of the Republic of Kazakhstan «On some issues of implementing state
support for investmentsy;

3. Resolution of the Government of the Republic of Kazakhstan: «On approval of the list of investment
strategic projectsy;

4. The order of the Minister for Investments and Development of the Republic of Kazakhstan «On some
issues of state support for investmentsy;

5. Resolution of the Government of the RK «On Approval of the Rules for Granting an Investment
Granty;

6. The Order of the Acting Minister for Investment and Development of the Republic of Kazakhstan
«On Approval of the Rules for the Reception, Registration and Consideration of an Application for the Pro-
vision of Investment Preferencesy.

We believe that the creation of an appropriate system of legal regulation of activities with the participa-
tion of foreign investors is not limited by creating a favorable regime for foreign investment or giving those
benefits and preferences; first of all, it should be aimed at ensuring and protecting social (public) interests.
Therefore, the state has the right to impose certain restrictions on the implementation of foreign investments.
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As it is demonstrated by the prevailing international practice of attracting foreign investments, the in-
troduction of restrictions and withdrawals out of the national regime and most-favored national treatment in
the placement of foreign investments is possible even in conditions of maximized fall liberalization of for-
eign investors’ activities. For example, in the Annex to the bilateral agreement between the RK and the US
on the promotion and mutual protection of investments, it is stipulated that the key industries related to na-
tional security and the preservation of sovereignty (military and some extractive industries, railway and avia-
tion transport, river and sea navigation, agriculture and forestry, fishing, mass media, banking and insurance,
mediation activities on the securities market); ownership of land, use of subsoil and other natural resources,
including in the maritime exclusive zone; industries in which there is a state or private state monopoly (post-
al service, telegraph, telecommunications, production and supply of electricity, production and sale of alco-
holic and tobacco products) [5; 86].

According to the US law of 1934, transfer of television and radio stations to foreigners was forbidden.
Since 1920, only US residents have been permitted to the shipping trade in the United States, and since 1958
and into the sphere of air transportation. In accordance with the US Mine Act 1972, the exclusive right in this
field was assigned to residents. According to the US Atomic Energy Act, licenses for non-citizens of the
United States for the production and use of nuclear energy, as well as for the possession of nuclear facilities
are not allowed.

According to the US Federal Means Communications Act, a merger of telegraph companies is prohibit-
ed, in the outcome of which over 20 percent of their shares may be owned or controlled by foreigners; here-
by foreigners in the United States do not have the right to own more than 25 percent of the property in the
aircraft, in coasting or inland navigation vessels.

According to the US Foreign Direct Investment Act of 1990, the US Congress regularly reviews reports
on US business activities with foreign investment [6; 311].

This practice has become widespread due to the fact that the state should guard the interests of its na-
tional (domestic) investors, and protect them from unwanted foreign competition in certain sectors and
spheres of the economy. Alongside with this, states with developed economies try to protect domestic pro-
ducers from foreign competition in sectors that are strategically important for the economy of their state.

As far as the states with developing economies concerned, foreign competition is undesirable for them,
because, for example, in sectors with advanced technology, national investors are not yet able to compete on
an equal footing with foreign investors. In addition, character measures of restrictive can also be applied
when there is a threat of monopolization or domination of certain sectors of the economy by foreign inves-
tors, which, naturally, will negatively affect the state of competitiveness as a whole.

Consequently, among important directions in the national legal regulation of antimonopoly foreign in-
vestments regulation can be mentioned. At the same time, in the process of national and legal regulation of
foreign investments there are common cases where states try to extend the effect of their domestic law to the
international investment sphere.

For example, the USA has the Helms-Burton Act, which was signed in March 1996, is still in force.
The main objective of the Helms-Burton Act is the economic isolation of Cuba. With the support of this law,
pressure is exerted on individuals from other third countries in order to prohibit them to deposit investments
in to the economy of Cuba. The Helms-Burton Act expressly states that an individual or a legal entity of the
United States can submit a claim to the US Federal Court against any foreign person who conducts commer-
cial transactions with property expropriated in the Republic of Cuba; as well as the right to deny visas to any
person who realizes trade contracts in relation to the confiscated property in Cuba [6; 315-316].

Of course, the Helms-Burton Act has been heavily criticized, both by the legal scientists of most foreign
countries, and by separate states (EU countries, Canada, Mexico, etc.). The EU Commission in November
1996 adopted a special act Ne 22713/06 on neutralizing the function of the law of the United States and other
identical foreign laws having extra-territorial effect.

In this regard, the EU has warned the US government that the US assets will be frozen in Europe and
identical restrictions on entry procedure will be introduced if the law is applied to EU citizens and companies
[6; 316, 317].

We suppose that the Helms-Burton Act can be regarded as an attemption to interfere in the internal af-
fairs of another state (the Republic of Cuba), as well as to restrict the right of citizens of other states to make
investments into the economy of the country they wish, i.e. the right of the investor to determine inde-
pendently the country - the recipient of capital. Together with this, one should also take into account the fact
that cross-border mergers and acquisitions do not always positively influence the development of the econo-
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my of the host state. To the main reasons for the possible negative impact can be related to: the mismatch of
commercial objectives of TNCs and public goals of the states development that accept investments. At the
same time, transfer of ownership of important enterprises to foreign investors can lead to the undermining of
national sovereignty, equivalent to re-colonization [7; 36].

Serious concerns about cross-border mergers and acquisitions are experienced not only by developing
countries, but also by countries with advanced economies (about 90 percent of all cross-border mergers and
acquisitions, including most of the 109 mega-deals involving more than 1 billion US dollars each, occurred
in countries with developed economy) [7; 28]. As an example, it may be the attempt of Japanese investors to
purchase the Rockefeller Center in New York and the film studio in Hollywood, which provoked violent in-
dignation in the American press [7; 34, 35]. All this demonstrates the necessity for a balanced and rational
approach to attract foreign investments, as well as all-round registration, both positive and potential negative
aspects associated with investing foreign capital.

International experience shows that the provision of various benefits and the establishment of certain
restrictions for foreign investors are quite compatible with each other and widely practiced in advanced
economies, and for this there is no need for compulsory presence of a special act in this field.

In this regard, we have come to the conclusion that the repeal of the Law on Foreign Investments or the
Law on Investments cannot automatically lead to an equalization of legal regimes of foreign and national
investments due to the objectively existing differences between foreign private property and private property
of individuals and legal entities of the RK. The study of the experience of foreign countries shows that the
preservation of differences is quite compatible with the establishment of a common national regime for for-
eign investments, which, first of all, meets the interests of the state that accepts foreign investments, as it
seeks to preserve economic and political independence, and also to stimulate national investors.

International experience proves that the main task of less developed countries is still to attract foreign
direct investments not only in great volumes but of higher quality, which is characterized by the fact that
they help to establish closer ties with the national economy, expand export orientation, introduction of ad-
vanced technologies, upgrading of employees' skills and other side effects [7; 3].

In this connection, at the present time, it is essential to create conditions for attracting foreign direct in-
vestments, but not to attract short-term (speculative) foreign capital, for which it is necessary to develop and
implement a whole range of measures aimed at creating a favorable investment climate in the Republic of
Kazakhstan. At the same time, it is important to avoid situations where foreign direct investment is mainly
inserted in only one sector of the economy (from 1993 to 2000, more than 80 percent of cumulative foreign
direct investment was invested into the oil sector) [8; 16], the work on attracting foreign direct investment
into other sectors of the economy of Kazakhstan should be activated. To do this, one can appeal to the prac-
tice of foreign countries in attracting foreign investments, for example, the approach adopted in Malaysia,
Singapore or Thailand, in compliance with which a significant focus on attracting foreign direct investment
was introduced integrating the economy into the production networks of transnational corporations, or an-
other approach should be investigated that has been adopted in the Republic of Korea and the Chinese prov-
ince of Taiwan. It constitutes stages of developing domestic enterprises and property innovative capacity and
the use of transnational companies mainly as a source of technology (basically without integrating them into
economic structures). One more approach that is applied by the Hong Kong administration (PRC) where the
gist of the matter consists in the maintenance of infrastructure and general management, while the allocation
of resources is carried out considerably through market forces [9; 36].

As it is known, precisely it is the PRC that is the major recipient of foreign direct investments in Asia,
whose inflows, for example, in 1998 amounted to 45 billion US dollars (we can mention for comparison, that
in the Russian Federation, the volume of attracted foreign direct investment in 1998 amounted to only 2 bil-
lion US dollars) [9; 28].

Accordingly, alongside of the compliance with the general rules and standards aimed at creating a re-
gime no less favorable for foreign investments than for national investments (and possibly more favorable),
each state should develop its own strategy for attracting and applying foreign investments that would take
into account real economic needs and opportunities as fully as possible (including the level of economic and
social development, available and potential resources, the degree of economic and political stability, etc.).

Summing up, we can mark that one of the main shortcomings in regulating foreign investments is the
imperfect and unstable legislation in this area (it's not just about investment legislation, but also about legis-
lation on currency regulation, tax legislation, customs legislation, banking legislation, etc.).
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Of course, the gaps in the national legal regulation of foreign investment can be filled up with the con-
clusion of bilateral international agreements on mutual protection and promotion of investments, the possi-
bility to determine certain provisions and conditions in the investment contract, but this is not enough. Legal
regulation of the activities of foreign investors, along with the provision of state guarantees and the provision
of state support to foreign investors operating in priority sectors of the economy, also includes currency regu-
lation; licensing regulation; tax regulation; customs regulation; antimonopoly regulation and the like. At the
same time, the state uses various measures of control (methods and means of influence) as an incentive char-
acter (provision of investment preferences); of supervisory (control over observance of state norms, stand-
ards and rules); as well as measures of compulsory nature (which are used in cases of violation effective
norms of the current legislation by investors).
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JIn [11aHb

IleTes s MHBECTULHMSIJIAPBIH YITTBIK-KYKBIKTBIK peTTey

Makanana MIETeNIIK WHBECTHUIMSUIAPABI KYKBIKTBIK DPETTCYAIH XalbIKapalblK >KoHE YITTHIK Taxipubeci
tanganpl. Conpaii-aK MIeTeIiK WHBECTOPJIApAbl TapTy YIIiH KaeTTi Herisri correp kepcerinai. Lleren
MHBECTULMSIIAPHI Typallbl apHaiibl 3aH1ap KaOblljay LIeTeNAiK MHBECTHLMIAD YIIH KOJIaiibl axyan jxxacay
JKOHE JKCHUICTUINGH PEXHM YCHIHY JKOJIBIMEH €J1 3KOHOMMKACBIHA ILETEJIK MHBECTHLMSIIAPIBI TapTy
KOKCTTUIITNIHEH TYBIHOAWABL. ABTOp INETENAIK WHBECTOPJAPABIH KATBICYBIMEH KBI3METTI KYKBIKTBIK
peTTeyIiH THICTi XYHECIHIH JXUBIHTBIFBIH KYypy IIETENIIK WHBECTHISIAp YIIH KOJAMIBI jKarmail skacay
pexuMin Gepy HeMece ojlapra JKEHUINIKTep MeH npedepeHnusuiap Ooirysl FaHa eMec, OJl, OipiHII Ke3ekTe,
KOFaMIbIK (>kapyst) MyJzenepli KaMTaMachl3 eTyre jKoHe KOprayFa OarbITTalIybl THIC €KEHJITIH aTall eTesi.
CoHABIKTaH MEMJICKET IIeTeNiK HMHBECTHIIIAPABI JKy3ere acelpy KesdiHme Oenrimi Oip ImIEKTeysep
Oesrineyre  Kykpuibl. lllerenmik MHBECTHMLMSANAD TapTyIOblH KaIbINTACKAaH XaJbIKapalblK ToxipuoOeci
KOPCETKEeH/IeH, INEeTeNIK WHBECTHLMSIAPIbl OPHANACTBIPFAH Ke3le YITTHIK PEXHUM JKOHE HEFYpJIbIM
KOJIAHIbl peXUMIe ILIEKTeyJep >XOHE ajblll TacTayjJapibl CHri3y IIeTENJiK HMHBECTOPJIApABbIH KbI3METIH
OapblHIIA TOJIBIK BIPBHIKTAHOBIPY OJKaFfaifblHAAa 1a MYMKIH. ABTOp OpTYpii eljiepAiH IIeTeNmiK
HMHBECTHLMSIIAD TYpaJbl YITTHIK 3aHHAMACHIH JAMBITYJIBIH Kbl YPAICIH alia OTBIPBII, 3KOHOMUKAHBIH
ocyiHe JKOHE XalbIKTBIH ON-ayKaTbIH apTTBIPYFa OKENl COFaThIH INeTeN WHBECTHUIMSIIAPBIH TapTyFa
OarpITTANFaH WHBECTHUNISUIBIK casicaT asKTaJFaHHAaH KeHiH YITTBIK JKOHE MITENIK HHBECTHIUSIIAP
apachIHAFEl OPTYPII KYKBIKTHIK PEXHUMICPIIH aibIpMaIlblIBIKTApBIH JKOSATHIH 0acka Iporecc Oacraiazb
nmen caHainpl. HoTwkeciHzme, meTenaik WHBECTHIMSUIAp Typasbl apHAibl 3aHHaMa, OHBIH INIiHAE
MUHBECTULMSIIBIK, a3aMaTThIK, cay/ia )oHe T. 0. Koca allFaH/ia, KaJlIbl 3aHHAMAMEH aybICTBIPbUIAIBL.

Kinm ce30ep: MHBeCTHLUS, YITTHIK WHBECTHULHS, MICTENAIK HHBECTHLUS, LICTSIIIK WHBECTUIHUS TYpPallbl
3aHHAMa, MHBECTHLMSJIBIK KbI3MET, IIETENAIK HWHBECTOP, WHBECTHLMSUIBIK Cascar, IISTeNAIiK KaIluTall,
WHBECTHLUS Cajachl, THBECTUIH asiChl, HHBECTHLIMSAIAY.
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JIn [11aHb

HanuonanbHo-npaBoBoe peryJMpoBaHue HHOCTPAHHBIX HHBECTHLMIA

B crarbe amanmmsupyloTcs MeXTyHapoiHas M HAIMOHAIBHAS IMPAKTHKA IIPABOBOTO PErYIHPOBAHUS HHO-
CTpaHHBIX HWHBeCTHUIHWH. Tarke yKa3bIBaIOTCS OCHOBHBIE MOMEHTHI, HEOOXOAUMBIE [UISI HPUBICUCHHS
HMHOCTPaHHBIX WHBECTOPOB. [IpHHSTHE CIEIMaNBHEIX 3aKOHOB 00 MHOCTPAHHBIX MHBECTHLUSIX BBI3BAHO He-
00XOJMMOCTBIO TIPUBJIEYb HHOCTPAHHBIE HHBECTHUIIMN B KOHOMHUKY CTPAHBI IIyTE€M CO3JIaHUs OIaromnpusTHO-
To KIMMaTa U MPeJOCTaBIEHUS JIBTOTHOTO PeXHUMa JUISl MHOCTPAHHBIX MHBECTHIUH. ABTOP MOJUEPKHUBAET,
YTO CO3/IaHME HAJIEXKAIEH CHCTEMBI MPABOBOTO PETYIUPOBAHUS AEATEIBHOCTU C YYacTHEM HHOCTPAHHBIX
MHBECTOPOB HE CBOAUTCS TONBKO K CO3/IaHUIO ONaronpuUsATHOTO PEKUMA I HHOCTPAHHBIX WHBECTHUIMN HITH
MPE0CTABICHNIO UM JIBIOT U MpedepeHnii; B MepByI0 oYepeb, OHO JOKHO ObITh HAaMpaBJIeHO Ha obecrie-
YeHHe W 3alIUTy OOIIECTBeHHBIX (IMyOnmuHBIX) MHTEepecoB. I[loaToMy rocynapcTBo BIpaBe YCTAaHABINBATH
OIpEJICIICHHBIC OTPaHUYCHUS IIPU OCYIICCTBICHUU HHOCTPAHHBIX HMHBecTULMH. Kak mokasbplBacT CI0XKHB-
IIas1Cst MEXKAyHapOAHAsI TPAKTHKA IIPUBIICUYCHNS] HHOCTPAHHBIX HHBECTHINH, BBEAICHHE OIPAHIMUCHUN U U3bsI-
THH W3 HAMOHAIGHOTO PEXHMMa M PEKUMa HauOOJBIIEro OJIArONPUSATCTBOBAHMS IPH Pa3MEIICHHH HHO-
CTPAHHBIX MHBECTHLHH BO3MOXHO JaKe B YCIOBHSAX MAaKCHMAaJbHO MOJNHOHN JIHOepaan3alui JesTeIbHOCTH
MHOCTPAHHBIX MHBECTOPOB. PackpbiBas oOIIyI0 TEHAEHLHUIO B Pa3BUTUH HAIIMOHATIBHOTO 3aKOHOJATENIbCTBA
00 MHOCTPaHHBIX MHBECTHIUAX Pa3HBIX CTPaH, aBTOP CUMUTAET, YTO MOCIE OKOHYAHHS MHBECTHI[HOHHOM IMO-
JIMTHKH, HAalpaBJICHHOH Ha MpPUBJICUYEHHE HHOCTPAHHBIX MHBECTHILUH, MPUBEALIEH K POCTY 3KOHOMUKH U T10-
BBIIICHNIO OJIArOCOCTOSIHUSI HaceJeHMs, HauMHAeTCsl JPYroil MpoIecc, KOTAa CTHPAIOTCS PassIudus MEXIY
Pa3HBIMH NIPABOBEIMHU PEXUMaMH HHOCTPAHHBIX U HaIMOHAJBHBIX MHBECTHIMH. B pesynprate crienmansHoe
3aKOHOJJATENILCTBO 00 MHOCTPAHHBIX MHBECTHUIMAX 3aMEHsSeTCs OOLIMM 3aKOHOIATEIHCTBOM, B TOM HUHCIIE
HMHBECTUIIMOHHBIM, TPa’kIaHCKUM, TOPTOBBIM U T.II.

Kniouesvie cnosa: HWHBECTULIMA, HAMOHAJIbHAsA MHBECTULIUSA, NHOCTPAaHHAsA WHBECTULMUA, 3aKOHOAATEILCTBO
00 HUHOCTPAHHBIX UHBECTULUAX, HTHBECTULIMOHHA ACATEIIBHOCTD, PIHOCTpaHHLIﬁ HUHBECTOP, NHBECTULIMOHHAA
ITOJIMTHKA, PIHOCTpaHHLIﬁ Kanurasi, o0J1acTh HWHBECTHUIINH, C(bepa UHBECTULIMH, UHBECTUPOBAHUE.
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