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Summary

The purpose of the article is to determine the consequences of the application of the Multilateral Convention
to Implement Tax Treaty Related Measures to Prevent Base Erosion and Profit Shifting (Multilateral Instrument
(ML) in Ukraine, to evaluate it as a platform for coordinating the tax policy of various states, and also to make
proposals to improve such coordination.

To achieve the outlined purpose and fulfill the set objectives in the research process, the following universal
general scientific and special legal methods were used: dialectical, formal logical, formal legal, comparative legal,
analysis and synthesis, and logical semantic.

The article emphasizes the importance of combating tax abuse as one of the main directions of the government’s
tax policy. It points out the need to support business and create a favorable investment climate on the one hand, and
to counteract tax minimization strategies and the relocation of capital to low-tax jurisdictions on the other. It is noted
that since business has crossed national borders, the coordination of the world community to harmonize tax policies
of different states, their cooperation and interaction is necessary to solve the above problems. The main steps of the
world community to coordinate their efforts to combat tax abuse are indicated. The leading role of the OECD in this
process is noted, in particular with regard to the development of a model convention on the avoidance of double
taxation, an initiative to combat harmful tax practices and, ultimately, an action plan on tax base erosion and profit
shifting (BEPS). Considerable attention is focused on the MLI Convention as one of the main steps of the BEPS
Plan. The article explains the purpose of the MLI Convention, which is to unify the rules for applying international
tax conventions in terms of establishing taxation rules with respect to income taxes, to create an effective mechanism
for implementing the agreed changes in a coordinated and efficient manner, according to which such agreements will
fulfill the task of avoiding double taxation, but at the same time will not be an instrument for abuse, which creates
opportunities for tax exemption or reduction of taxes through tax evasion. The author points to the provisions of the
Convention limiting the application of benefits to dividend payment transactions and counteracting the abuse of the
status of permanent establishments. Also, a critical assessment is given of the procedure for resolving tax disputes
between residents of different countries provided for in the convention.
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The study substantiates that the system of dispute resolution between taxpayers and competent authorities of
different contractual jurisdictions as defined in the MLI Convention is not perfect, since it is not characterized
by promptness of dispute consideration, and the system of determining arbitrators is unclear and not completely
understood. The author proposes to establish an international tax arbitration court with clear rules of procedure
and a professional panel of judges from among the most authoritative experts in the field of international tax law.

To ensure effective and efficient coordination of states in the fight against tax abuse, taxation of TNCs, the digital
economy and many other areas where global cooperation is needed, it is proposed to establish an international
intergovernmental organization with delegation of part of the sovereign tax powers to it.

Key words: tax; tax policy; constitutional obligation; double taxation; tax planning, low-tax jurisdictions;
BEPS; MLI Convention; permanent establishment; tax disputes.

1. Introduction

Counteracting tax abuse, preventing tax base ero-
sion and artificial tax minimization is one of the main
areas of any state’s budget policy, especially at a time
when the global economy is experiencing a deep cri-
sis. Governments are faced with the task of support-
ing businesses that have found themselves in difficult
circumstances on the one hand, and protecting state
budgetary interests on the other hand, as the decline in
GDP leads to a decrease in tax revenues and a signifi-
cant increase in the budget deficit. These tasks are not
mutually exclusive. They can be implemented when the
government creates a favorable domestic tax climate,
improves conditions for faithful and conscientious tax-
payers, at the same time taking measures to prevent tax
abuse that may occur as a result of dishonest behavior
of taxpayers, implementation of aggressive tax plan-
ning, and shifting profits and capital to low-tax juris-
dictions. Given that business has long crossed national
borders and skillfully uses differences in tax systems of
different countries to optimize its payments, the efforts
of one government are not enough to solve these prob-
lems. Clear and effective tools are needed to coordinate
the governments’ tax policies, which often requires
finding compromise solutions. This problem is still rel-
evant in Ukraine, as after winning the war, we will face
the challenges of economic reconstruction, stabilization
of the financial system and improvement of the invest-
ment climate.

The problems of combating tax abuse in the process
of tax optimization and planning have received atten-
tion from scholars, in particular, O. Artyukh, O. Bazov,
M. Vitlina, V. Ilyushenkova, V. Marchenko and others.
However, the issue of application of such an instrument
as the MLI Convention for the purpose of ensuring con-
stitutional obligations has not yet been sufficiently cov-
ered in scientific sources.

The purpose of this article is to determine the con-
sequences of the application of the MLI Convention in
Ukraine, its evaluation as a platform for coordinating
the tax policy of the states, and making proposals for
improving such coordination.

To achieve this goal, it is necessary to solve the
following research tasks: to find out what actions have
been taken by the international community to coordi-

nate tax policy, to determine the place of the MLI Con-
vention in the system of measures to combat tax abuse,
to disclose the main provisions of the MLI Convention
and the consequences of its implementation in Ukraine,
and to formulate proposals for improving the interac-
tion of governments in coordinating tax policy.

2. Key Actions of the World Community to Coor-
dinate Tax Policy

At some point, the active use of offshore and
large-scale tax minimization abuse forced the world
community to take measures to counter it. As O. Ar-
tyukh and V. Ilyushenkova rightly point out, the inter-
national community had to admit that tax evasion and
tax fraud schemes cannot be overcome by the efforts
of each country alone (Artyukh&Ilyushenkova, 2019,
p.- 6). The Organization for Economic Cooperation
and Development (OECD) made a major contribution
to this process. Back in 1977, the OECD Model Tax
Convention was developed aiming to eliminate double
taxation. In 1988, the OECD developed an initiative to
combat harmful tax practices aiming to identify juris-
dictions that wrongly lured businessmen from high-tax
countries. In the same year a multilateral convention on
mutual administrative assistance in tax issues was con-
cluded (Implementation of the BEPS Plan in Ukraine:
Problems and Prospects, 2019).

O. Bazov notes that in the current conditions, the
leading countries of the world, in particular the G20
states, have come to the conclusion that the interna-
tional legal framework of the principle of tax compe-
tition needs significant improvement. This is primar-
ily reflected in the fact that the international taxation
system, which was previously aimed at counteracting
double taxation, is being actively improved by the in-
ternational community with the purpose of preserving
incomes and the possibility of their taxation by the
countries where the income originates. earlier, within
the framework of ordinary tax competition, states ad-
hered to the so-called “right model” of taxation, based
on the principle of tax competition and free circulation
of capital, in the new conditions, the so-called “left
model” of taxation is applied, i.e. governments have
begun to fight the outflow of capital to offshore areas
(Bazov, 2019, p. 258).
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V. Marchenko argues that the G20 and the OECD
have initiated a large-scale international effort to move
from the era of indifferent contemplation, and even
actual encouragement of the so-called aggressive tax
planning to its limitation and elimination. It is obvious
that international tax planning has become too expen-
sive even for developed countries (Marchenko, 2018,
p. 303). In view of this challenge, in 2012 the leaders
of the G20 countries requested the OECD experts to
develop an action plan to address the problems of ero-
sion of the tax base and profit shifting. Already in 2013,
the OECD presented its first report on this issue and
proposed the Action Plan on Base Erosion and Profit
Shifting or BEPS Plan (Implementation of the BEPS
Plan in Ukraine: Problems and Prospects, 2019).

The conclusion of the MLI Convention on Novem-
ber 24, 2016 was one of the key steps in the regula-
tory implementation of certain measures of the BEPS
Plan. This Convention was signed by Ukraine on July
23, 2018 and ratified in accordance with the Law of
Ukraine No. 2692-VIII dated February 28, 2019 with
certain reservations.

M. Vitlina emphasizes that the BEPS requirements
relate to the reform of domestic tax legislation and the
conclusion of double taxation treaties by the states. The
purpose of BEPS is to create a mechanism to effective-
ly combat schemes that facilitate the global transfer of
company profits to offshore areas and a legal framework
to combat corporate tax minimization to prevent the
use of aggressive international tax planning schemes.
(Vitlina&Shulga, 2019, p. 179).

The BEPS plan contains new or more stringent in-
ternational standards, as well as specific measures to
help the governments overcome the problems of tax
base erosion and profit shifting, defining 15 actions
aimed at addressing these problems comprehensively
(BEPS, 2018).

3. Basic Provisions of the MLI Convention

The MLI Convention is Actionl5 of the BEPS Ac-
tion Plan. By signing and ratifying this Convention, the
participants simultaneously fulfill Actions 6 and 14,
which are included in the BEPS Minimum Standard,
as well as Actions 2 and 7, to which the parties can
join. The purpose of the MLI Convention is to unify
the rules for the application of international tax conven-
tions in terms of establishing taxation rules with respect
to income taxes, to create an effective mechanism for
implementing the agreed changes in a coordinated and
efficient manner, according to which such agreements
will fulfill the task of eliminating double taxation with-
out creating an opportunity for non-taxation or reduced
taxation through tax evasion or avoidance. Concluding
the MLI Convention, the parties defined in the Pream-
ble the following factors they are guided by:

1) governments lose substantial corporate income
tax revenues because of aggressive international tax

planning that has the effect of artificially shifting profits
to locations where they are subject to non-taxation or
reduced taxation;

2) base erosion profit shifting is a pressing issue not
only for industrialized countries but also for emerging
economies and developing countries;

3) the importance of ensuring that profits are taxed
where substantive economic activities generating the
profits are carried out and where value is created;

4) the need to ensure swift, coordinated and con-
sistent implementation of the treaty-related BEPS mea-
sures in a multilateral context (MLA, 2019).

The MLI Convention directly defines the so-called
hybrid mismatches to reduce tax. In particular, it estab-
lishes rules for the application of double taxation trea-
ties for fiscally transparent entities and dual resident
entities. At the same time, the Convention provides
for three options that can be applied by the parties to
regulate the procedure for taxing the incomes of their
residents, in particular, establishing the possibility of
not applying the provisions of international treaties that
provide for the exemption from taxation of income in
one contracting jurisdiction, if another contracting ju-
risdiction exempts such income from taxation or ap-
plies a reduced rate. At the same time, instead of ex-
emption from taxation, the possibility of deducting the
amount of tax paid in this other contractual jurisdiction
is applied.

Also, the MLI Convention provides for steps to
prevent the abuse of the provisions of double taxation
treaties, in particular by including in the text of the pre-
amble of the tax treaties to which it applies, the provi-
sions on the intention to eliminate double taxation with
respect to the taxes to which this agreement applies,
but without creating opportunities for non-taxation or
reduced taxation through tax evasion or avoidance (in-
cluding by improper use of agreements for the purpose
of obtaining the benefits provided for in this agreement,
for obtaining indirect benefits by residents of third ju-
risdictions).

An important provision of the MLI Convention
is that the benefit provided by the tax treaty will not
be granted if it is established, taking into account all
the facts and circumstances, that obtaining this bene-
fit was one of the main purposes of any arrangements
or transactions that led to its application (implementa-
tion of Action 6 of the BEPS Plan). This is, in fact, a
regulatory consolidation of the business purpose doc-
trine at the level of international law in terms of the
possibility of applying the benefits provided by double
taxation treaties. At the same time, the Convention also
provides for mechanisms to protect the interests of tax-
payers, preserving their right to apply for benefits if, at
their request, the competent authority of a contracting
state establishes that the relevant tax benefit would have
been granted in the absence of the disputed transaction
or arrangement.
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Special conditions are provided for by the MLI
Convention regarding the application of benefits to
dividend payment transactions (it is established that
the person receiving dividends must hold a part of the
capital, shares or stock during a 365-day period). The
Convention also regulates the procedure for applying
tax treaties in case of alienation of shares or rights, the
value of which is derived mainly from real property
(under certain conditions, it is possible to tax such in-
come in the contractual jurisdiction in which the real
property is located).

Particular attention should be paid to the provisions
of the MLI Convention on countering the abuse of per-
manent establishments (implementation of Action 7 of
the BEPS Plan). Mechanisms have been established to
counteract tax minimization schemes in cases where
permanent establishments are situated in the third ju-
risdictions with a lower level of taxation, as well as in
cases of artificial avoidance of the permanent establish-
ment status. The main methods of such artificial avoid-
ance have been identified, in particular by concluding
commission contracts or other similar schemes. In par-
ticular, it is provided that an enterprise resident in one
contractual jurisdiction has a permanent establishment
in another contractual jurisdiction if it acts in a con-
tracting jurisdiction through an entity that habitually
concludes contracts, or habitually plays the principal
role leading to the conclusion of contracts, and these
contracts are concluded in the name of the enterprise
or relate to the transfer of the ownership of, or for the
granting of the right to use, property owned or used by
that enterprise, or they relate to the provision of ser-
vices by such enterprise.

An important task of the MLI Convention is to
regulate the procedure for improving the dispute res-
olution mechanism. Its provisions expand the ways
of protecting taxpayers by granting them the right, ir-
respective of the remedies provided by the domestic
law, to apply to the competent authority of either con-
tracting jurisdictions if the taxpayer believes that their
rights arising from the tax agreement are violated. This
provides for coordination and interaction between the
competent authorities of the contracting jurisdictions
by reaching mutual agreement on any complex or dis-
puted situations arising from the interpretation or ap-
plication of the Tax Agreement. They may hold joint
consultations or take other measures and make efforts
to resolve disputes promptly and effectively. In this
context, it should be noted that despite the ratification
of the MLI Convention by Ukraine, the national legis-
lation is currently not harmonized with its provisions
on mutual agreement, in particular, it does not provide
for a legal mechanism for consideration of appeals of
non-residents to the tax authorities of Ukraine on the
application of tax agreements, the procedure for mak-
ing decisions based on the results of such appeals and
the consequences.

If during the mutual agreement procedure the
contracting parties fail to reach an agreement on the
resolution of the dispute within a period of two years,
the unresolved disputes shall be submitted to arbitra-
tion at the request of the interested party. Settlement
of a dispute over the application of a tax agreement
by an arbitration panel is a rather interesting insti-
tution of international tax law. The arbitration panel
consists of three independent members with exper-
tise and experience in international tax matters. Two
members of the panel are appointed by the competent
authorities of each of the contracting parties, and the
third, who will be the chair of the arbitration pan-
el, is appointed by these members of the panel. The
chair of the panel cannot be a resident or citizen of
any of the contracting jurisdictions. The arbitration
decision, except in certain cases, shall be final and
binding on the contracting jurisdictions. It should be
emphasized that by ratifying the MLI Convention,
Ukraine reserved the right not to apply the arbitration
clause to its tax agreements, so domestic taxpayers
cannot currently use this tool.

4. Effectiveness of Application of the MLI Con-
vention in Ukraine and the World

In our opinion, such a dispute settlement system
cannot be considered perfect, since, firstly, it is not
characterized by the promptness of consideration of
disputes, as the process, first at the national and then at
the international level, may take years, and secondly,
the system for determining arbitrators is unclear and
not completely understood, nor does it guarantee an
impartial and objective resolution of the dispute at the
highest professional level. We believe that these tasks
could be solved much more effectively by creating an
international tax arbitration with clear rules of proce-
dure and a professional panel of judges from among
the most authoritative experts in the field of interna-
tional tax law.

The introduction of the BEPS Plan into the leg-
islation of Ukraine, which is expected in the near
future, has certain advantages and disadvantages,
which were described above. But it seems that anoth-
er choice is hardly acceptable for Ukraine, because
we cannot be isolated from global world processes
and not recognize these realities. For business, this
leads to a new quality of tax planning, with the re-
jection of artificial schemes, taking into account fi-
nancial monitoring, the actual limitation of bank se-
crecy. Along with this, the main task for Ukraine in
the coming period will be to ensure that these steps
are properly legislated, that effective reform of the
tax authorities and other necessary reforms are im-
plemented, and that corruption is fought. This should
ensure the necessary balance between the interests
of the state and business. One way or another, we all
have to get used to living and working under the new
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taxation rules, which are stricter but more transpar-
ent and fairer. (Hretsa, 2020, p. 394).

Despite great efforts and significant steps in the
issue of coordinating the actions of states in the field
of tax policy, combating tax abuse at the global level,
in our opinion, the level of cooperation is not suffi-
cient today. Many steps identified within the frame-
work of the BEPS Plan and other initiatives cannot
be implemented due to the lack of appropriate inter-
national legal means of their implementation. It is not
enough to define the necessary international tax rules,
it is necessary to have effective tools to ensure their
application. At the level of national tax systems, it is
difficult to introduce such tools a priori. This applies
to taxation of TNCs, the digital economy, and many
other areas. The procedure for resolving disputes at
the intergovernmental level regarding the avoidance
of double taxation and other important aspects also
needs to be improved. We believe that these problems
can be effectively addressed only by establishing an
international intergovernmental organization with del-
egation of some sovereign tax powers to it. The task of
this organization could be to coordinate the tax policy
of states, ensure the implementation of the BEPS plan,
administer the tax payment of TNCs and the segment
of large digital business, monitor their compliance
with the rules of international tax treaties and paying
taxes in the relevant jurisdictions. Another crucial task
of such an international organization will be to resolve
disputes at the international level.

5. Conclusions

The system of settling disputes between taxpayers
and the competent authorities of different treaty ju-
risdictions defined in the MLI Convention cannot be
considered perfect, since, firstly, it is not characterized
by the promptness of dispute consideration, because
the process, first at the national and then at the inter-
national levels, can drag on for years, and -secondly,
the system of determining arbitrators is unclear and
incompletely understood, it does not guarantee an im-
partial and objective resolution of the dispute at the
highest professional level. We believe that these tasks
could be solved much more effectively by creating
an international tax arbitration, with clear work reg-
ulations and the formation of a professional panel of
judges from among the most authoritative experts in
the field of international tax law.

To ensure effective and efficient coordination of
governments in countering against tax abuse, taxation
of TNCs, digital economy and many other areas where
global cooperation is necessary, we consider it expedi-
ent to create an international intergovernmental organi-
zation with the delegation of part of the sovereign tax
powers to it. The task of this organization may be to co-
ordinate the tax policy of states, implement the steps of
the BEPS plan by developing international legal means

for their implementation, take measures to administer
the payment of taxes by TNCs and the segment of large
digital business (creating a kind of international office
of ultra-large taxpayers within the structure of an inter-
national organization), monitor their compliance with
the rules of international tax treaties, pay taxes in the
relevant jurisdictions, analyze master file and coun-
try-by-country reporting and provide recommendations
on how to improve the tax system. The concept of tax
cooperation should prevail over the policy of tax self-
ishness of states even in the context of the economic
and financial crisis. Another crucial task of such an in-
ternational organization will be to settle disputes at the
interstate level by creating a body to resolve such dis-
putes — international tax arbitration.
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Mertoro 1aHOT CTaTTi € BU3HAYEHHS HACHIJKIB 3aCTOCYBaHHSI 0araroCTOPOHHBOI KOHBEHIIT 111010 BUKOHAHHS

3aXO0[liB, sIKi CTOCYIOTBCS YTOJ] PO OIMOAATKYBaHHSI, 3 METOI MPOTUIIl pO3MHUBAHHIO 0a3K OMOAATKYBAaHHS Ta BU-
BEJICHHIO NPHOYTKY 3-1ij1 onozjarkysanHs (Multilateral Instrument (MLI) B YkpaiHi, i ominka sik ruiaropmu st
KOOpJIMHALIT 01aTKOBOT MOJIITHKH PI3HUX JIep)KaB, BHECEHHS IIPOIO3MLIH 11010 TOKPAILEHHS TaKol KOOpAWHALLI.

J1ist NOCSTHEHHST OKPECIIEHOT METH i BUKOHAHHSI IOCTABJICHUX 3aBJaHb Y MPOIECi JTOCIIKEHHSI BAKOPHCTAHO
HH3KY PI3HOMaHITHUX YHIBEpPCaJIbHUX 3araJIbHOHAYKOBHX Ta CIELiaIbHO-FOPHIMYHUX METOIB HAYKOBOT'O ITi3HAH-
HS: JIaJIeKTUYHUN, popMasbHO-JIOrYHUM, POpMaIbHO-IOPUANYHUI, TTOPIBHIIBHO-ITPABOBUH, aHAJII3y Ta CHHTE3Y
Ta JIOT1KO-CEMaHTUYHHH.

VY cTarTi HAroJONIYEThCS HA BAXKIUBOCTI MPOTHIIT 3JIOBXKHBAHHAM y C(epi OMONATKYBaHHS SIK OJJHOMY i3 OC-
HOBHHX HAIPSIMKIB [IOJaTKOBOT MOJITUKY JiepkaBH. Bka3zyeTbcsi Ha HEOOXITHOCTI, 3 OIHOTO OOKY, MiATPUMYBa-
TH Oi3HEC, CTBOPUTH CHPUSTIMBHI 1HBECTUIIHHUNA KJIIMAT, a 3 IHIIOIO — MPOTHIIATH MiHIMI3aIlil MOAATKOBUX
3000B’s13aHb Ta BUTOKY KalliTally B HU3bKOIIOJATKOBI IOPUCAMKIII. 3a3HauyaeThCs NPO TE, IO OCKLIBbKK Oi3HEC
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Section 1. Current issues of constitutional and legal status of human and citizen

CTaB TPAHCKOPJOHHHM, [T BHPIIISHHS IIMX 3aBJaHb HE0OXiJHa KOOPIUHALIIS CBITOBOI CHUIBHOTH IO Y3TOKEHHIO
TOJIaTKOBOT MOITUKK PI3HUX JIEPKaB, X CIIBIIpAIls i B3a€MOis. 3a3HAYAr0THCSI OCHOBHI KPOKH CBITOBOI CITiJTb-
HOTH JUTS KOOPIAMHALIT 1X 3yCHIIb TI0 MPOTHII] MOAATKOBUM 3JIOBKHMBaHHAM. BinMiuaetscs nposigaa pors OECP
y IBOMY TPOIIECi, 30KpeMa 00 PO3POOKH MOAETHHOI KOHBEHIIT PO YHUKHEHHS TOIBIHHOTO OTOIAaTKYBaHHS,
IHIIIIaTUBY OO0 MPOTHIIT IIKIUTHBIHA MOJATKOBIN MPAKTHUII 1, 3PEIITO0, TUTAHY i MO0 PO3MUBAHHS ITOJATKO-
BO1 0a3u i BUBEICHHA JOXOMiB 3-mia onoxaTkyBaHHs (BEPS). 3nauna yBara 3ocepemkyerbess Ha koHBeHIIT MLI
K OTHOMY i3 OCHOBHHX KpOKiB maHy BEPS PoskpuBaerscst Meta xonBeHIii MLI, sika monsrae y Tomy, mob
yHI(IKyBaTH NpaBHja 3aCTOCYBaHHS MDKHAPOAHWX ITOJATKOBMX KOHBCHINH y YAaCTHHI BCTAHOBJICHHS MPaBUII
OTIOJIaTKyBaHHS CTOCOBHO ITOJATKiB Ha JIOXOIM, CTBOPEHHS S(EKTHBHOTO MEXaHI3My BIPOBAJKEHHS MOTOIKE-
HUX 3MiH CKOOPIIMHOBAHUM Ta €(EKTHBHUM CIIOCOOOM, 3TiHO 3 SKUM Taki yrofau OymTyTh BUKOHYBaTH 3aBIaHHS
YHUKHEHHS MTOJBIIfHOTO OMOJaTKyBaHHS, OHAK Pa30M 3 THM HE OyIyTh IHCTPYMEHTOM ISl 3JI0BKUBAHb, IIPH KX
CTBOPIOIOTHCS MOJKIIMBOCTI JUTs 3BUTBHEHHSI Bif] OTTIOJJaTKyBaHHS a00 3MEHIIICHHS PO3MIipy ITOIATKIB Yepe3 yXHUJIeH-
Hs 00 YHUKHEHHS BiJl CIUIaTH MOAATKIB. BKa3zyeThCs Ha MOJIOKEHHS KOHBEHIIIT 110710 0OMEKEHHS 3aCTOCYBaHHS
LJTBT IO OMepalliil 3 BUIJIATH IUBIACHIB, @ TAKOK MPOTHII] 3ITOBKMUBAHHS CTaTyCOM MTOCTIHHUX MPEACTaBHUIITB.
JlaeTscs KpUTHYHA OLIIHKA TIepe10adeHOMY B KOHBEHIIIT MOPSAAKY PO3B’S3aHHS MONATKOBUX CHOPIB MIXK Pe3HICH-
TaMH Pi3HUX KpaiH.

BuocHoByeThCs, 110 BH3HaYeHa B KoHBeHIIi MLI cucTtema BperymoBaHHS CyHepedoK MiX IJIATHUKAMH IO-
JIATKiB 1 KOMIIETEHTHUMH OpTaHAMH Pi3HUX JIOTOBIPHUX FOPHUCIUKIIINA HE € JOCKOHAIOI0, aJl’Ke HEe Bi/I3HAYAETHCS
OTIEPATUBHICTIO 1X PO3MTIAMY, KpIM TOTO, CHCTEMa BH3HAYCHHS apOiTpiB HEWITKA Ta HEMOBHICTIO 3po3ymina. [Ipo-
MTOHYETHCS CTBOPEHHS MIKHAPOIHOTO MOAATKOBOTO apOiTpaxy, 3 YITKUM PETIaMEHTOM poOOTH Ta (hOpMyBaHHIM
mpogeciifHoro CKIamy CyAiB 3 YHcia HaiOiIbIl aBTOPUTETHHX (axiBIiB y ramy3i MIKHAPOTHOTO ITOJAaTKOBOTO
mpaBa.

Jis1 3a0e3nedeHHst epeKTHBHOI Ta Ai€BOT KOOPAMHAIIT IepKaB y MUTAHHIX OOpPOTHOM 3 MOAATKOBUMH 3TIOBKH-
BanHsAMH, onoxatkyBaHHs THK, mndpoBoi ekoHOMiKH Ta 6araTteox iHIINX cdep, e HeoOxXinHa rmodaapHa B3aEMO-
JIis, IPOTIOHYETHCS CTBOPEHHS MIKHAPOIHOI MIKYPS/IOBOi OpraHi3amii 3 JeeryBaHHAM i YaCTHHU CYBEPEHHUX
MTOJJATKOBHUX ITOBHOBA)KEHb.

Ku11040Bi cj10Ba: MOaToK; MOAATKOBA TIOMITHKA; KOHCTUTYLIHHIA 000B’SI30K; MTOBIHHE OMOJATKyBaHHS; MO-
JATKOBE TUTaHYBaHHS; HU3BKOMOAATKOBI foprucaukii; BEPS; xonsenttis MLI; mocTiifHe mpeacTaBHUITBO; OAAT-
KOBi CTIOpH.
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