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Abstract. A detailed study and analysis of the methodology for the normative
monetary valuation of land plots approved by the Resolution of the Cabinet of
Ministers of Ukraine dated November 3, 2021 No. 1147 was carried out regarding
the possibility of its application, and the identification of problems arising in the
process of its implementation. The main aspects of the normative monetary valuation
of land plots and its influence on the development of territorial communities in
Ukraine are considered. The methodical, economic and regulatory problems of
determining the normative monetary valuation of land plots according to the current
methodology as an important economic tool for regulating land relations and
economic stimulation of rational use and protection of land have been studied and

analysed.
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Methodological and technical deficiencies were identified in the process of
determining the normative monetary valuation of land plots of territorial
communities and calculating the size of the normative monetary valuation of a
separate land plot.

It was established that although according to the Law of Ukraine "On Land
Valuation" the normative monetary value is "capitalized rental income", the current
method of its determination is not based on the income that can be obtained from the
use of the land plot, but on fixed tabular norms, which are differentiated according to
population of the administrative center of the community. Only for agricultural lands,
the income from their use is taken into account according to the current
methodology, however, they are taken into account through soil quality scores, which
have not been updated since the 1980s.

It was revealed that due to the fact that there is no indexation of the normative
monetary valuation of agricultural land, the revenues of local budgets do not
increase by at least UAH 0.6 billion every year on the scale of Ukraine.

Key words: normative monetary valuation, land plots, territorial communities,
local budgets, methodical recommendations.

Problem statement. Land, as a spatial and productional basis, has always
played an important role in the development of society and economy. Its rational use
becomes a key task aimed at ensuring sustainable development and optimizing the
effective use of this natural resource. One of the main tools for achieving this goal is
the monetary valuation of land plots.

Normative monetary valuation of land plots should be based on a systematic
approach to determining their value, which takes into account various factors and
indicators. This assessment is based on the rental value of the land plots. The Law of
Ukraine “On Land Valuation” defines the normative monetary valuation of land plots
as: “capitalized rental income from a land plot, determined according to established
and approved standards”.

By resolution No. 1147 of November 3, 2021, the Cabinet of Ministers of
Ukraine approved the methodology of normative monetary valuation of land plots



(hereinafter — the Methodology), which combines previous methodologies of
normative monetary valuation of land in Ukraine. Its purpose is to carry out
normative monetary valuation (NMV) of land plots, regardless of their categories and
forms of ownership, located on the territory of communities. This is done within the
framework of the organizational unity of the assessment process and considers the
requirements of current legislation, updating the assessment methodology in
accordance with it [1].

The three methodologies of carrying out normative monetary valuation of
lands, which are united by the new methodology, are: Resolution of the Cabinet of
Ministers of Ukraine No. 213 of March 23, 1995 “On the Methodology of normative
monetary valuation of lands of populated areas” [2]; Resolution of the Cabinet of
Ministers of Ukraine No. 1278 of November 23, 2011 “On approval of the
Methodology of normative monetary valuation of non-agricultural lands (except
lands of settlements)” [3]; Resolution of the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine No. 831
dated November 16, 2016 “On the approval of the Methodology of normative
monetary valuation of agricultural lands™ [4].

It is important to note that the normative monetary valuation of land plots of
territorial communities is the basis for determining the land tax. This tax, in turn, is a
source of filling the budgets of territorial communities and plays an important role in
financing the development of infrastructure, social programs and other needs of
citizens.

Accordingly, the methodology of normative monetary valuation of land plots,
approved by Resolution of the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine No. 1147 of
November 3, 2021, requires detailed research and analysis regarding the possibility of
its application, and the identification of problems arising in the process of its
implementation. In this article, we will consider the main aspects of the normative
monetary valuation of land plots and its impact on the development of territorial
communities in Ukraine.

Analysis of the latest scientific research and publications. A. Tretyak,

V. Tretyak and A. Volska carried out a study and analysis of the current



Methodology, which, according to them, provides for the simplification of the current
methodologies of normative monetary valuation of land in Ukraine. The above-
mentioned scientists see the inconsistency of the essence of the normative monetary
valuation, which by law should reflect the capitalized rental income, and according to
the Methodology, it is based on the costs for the development of the territory, and not
on the income that can be obtained from the use of the land plot, depending on the
category of land and the purpose of the land plot. They also focused on calculating
the normative assessment of agricultural land plots and comparing their value
calculated according to the current Methodology and the previous one [5].

The purpose of the research is the study and analysis of methodological,
economic and regulatory problems of determining the normative monetary valuation
of land plots according to the current Methodology as an important tool for regulating
land relations and stimulating the rational use and protection of land.

Materials and methods of scientific research. As part of the study, technical
documentation on land management regarding the normative monetary valuation of
land plots of the Hleiuvatska rural territorial community of the Dnipropetrovska
oblast was developed. Within of its framework methodological, economic and
normative problems of determining the normative monetary valuation of land plots
according to the current Methodology were analysed. The legislation in the context of
regulatory monetary valuation of land plots was studied.

Presenting main material. Our analysis of the current Methodology of
normative monetary valuation of land plots should begin with the fact that it really
combined three different Methodologies that were in force before the adoption of the
current one. All these three methods related to different parts of the territory of the
community, or lands of different purpose. Accordingly, there was a need to develop
three separate technical documentation on land management. However, a situation
often occurred when local self-government bodies ordered the development of only
one or two types of technical documentation, accordingly, a normative monetary
valuation was not carried out for all lands of the community. The current

Methodology solves this problem if its development is ordered for the entire territory



of the community. The authors of the Methodology and the Cabinet of Ministers of
Ukraine, which approved it, gave the opportunity to local self-government bodies to
order the normative monetary valuation of land plots for part of the community's
territory. However, the author of the Methodology did not specify how this part of the
territory is determined [1].

One of the advantages of the current methodology, which we drew attention to,
Is that assessment districts are defined not only within the boundaries of settlements,
but also beyond them. In case of the intended use of a land plot change from
agricultural to non-agricultural, it is possible within the same technical
documentation to determine its normative monetary value as non-agricultural at the
expense of the K4 coefficient determined for this plot within the assessment district
[1].

Speaking about the determination of coefficients, we note that many
methodological and technical issues arise when calculating the Kns for agricultural
land. Unlike the K4 coefficient (for which clause 10 of the methodology clearly
defines rounding to the third decimal place), for Ky the rounding rule is not defined
by the methodology. Accordingly, there are no legal grounds to round it up to the
third decimal place, which introduces a certain misunderstanding in the calculation
process. However, for plots with an area of more than 30 hectares, depending on the
soil quality score, rounding to the third place after the decimal point of the Kpys
coefficient affects the final value of the normative monetary valuation of the land
plot. Accordingly, the larger the area of the plot, the greater will be the discrepancy,
which may affect the size of the land fee or rent. As part of the research, having made
the appropriate calculations, it was established that for a conditional land plot with an
area of 10,000 hectares, when the value of the K coefficient is rounded to the tenth
decimal place, there will be no discrepancy in the final value of the normative
monetary valuation of the land plot from the same calculation without rounding the
value of the Ky coefficient, regardless of values of other components of such
calculation. Since the conditional land plot with an area of 10,000 hectares is larger

than the largest agricultural land plot registered in the State Land Cadastre, we used



rounding to the tenth decimal place as part of the development of technical
documentation on land management regarding the normative monetary valuation of
land plots of the Hleiuvatska rural territorial community of the Dnipropetrovska
oblast [1].

The formula for calculating the coefficient of K for agricultural land is given
in clause 12 of the Methodology, but it is not specified how to calculate this
coefficient, if there are several agricultural production groups of soils and/or several
types of land on the land plot. Clause 20 of the Methodology specifies that: “in the
case of the location of land plots within several assessment districts and/or
administrative-territorial units and/or forest categories, the normative monetary
valuation of such land plots is determined as the sum of the normative monetary
valuations of their parts located in the respective land assessment districts and/or
administrative-territorial units, and/or forest categories”, but nothing is said about the
above-mentioned cases, which occur much more often. Accordingly, the question
arises as to how to calculate the normative monetary value of land plots, within which
there are different types of land and different agricultural groups of soils [1].

The first problem in such a case is that the spatial location of land types within
land plots is not available among the information of the State Land Cadastre. That is,
there is no spatial accounting of land types, which makes it impossible to establish a
spatial intersection between land types and soils in the presence of different types of
lands and different agro-production groups of soils at the same time. Therefore, as
part of the work on the normative monetary valuation of the lands of the Hleiuvatska
rural territorial community, we made a decision to assume that the soils are evenly
distributed among all land types, because otherwise it is impossible to calculate the
value of the normative monetary valuation of land plots on which there are
simultaneously different land types and different agricultural production groups of
soils according to the current Methodology. This is not so much a shortcoming of the
Methodology as a global problem, since there is no spatial accounting of land types in
Ukraine. However, we believe that the Methodology should contain an indication of

how the normative monetary value of such land plots is calculated.



The second problem is that the order of calculation is not determined by the
Methodology. In the third clause of the methodology, the formula is given, according
to which the normative monetary value of the land plot is calculated, that is, the plot
itself, not its parts, not the type of land and not the agricultural group of soils.
However, for land plots for which Kns is determined by assessment districts, the
Methodology allows determining the normative monetary valuation for parts of such
a land plot if such a land plot is located simultaneously in several assessment
districts. On the other hand, for agricultural land plots, the possibility of defining an
NMV for a part of the land plot is not provided for [1].

There are two approaches to calculating the normative monetary valuation of
land plots according to the formula given in point 3 of the Methodology. One of them
Is that, by analogy with assessment districts, it is possible to calculate the normative
monetary assessment of various land types. If there are different soils within these
land types, also for each soil within each of the land types. Then, based on the sum of
all the obtained values, find the normative monetary value of the land plot. Another
way is to determine the K for the land plot as a whole by calculating the weighted
average Ky of each of the land types based on the weighted average Kns of each of
the agricultural groups, after which, based on the weighted average K of each of
the land types, determine the K of the land plot and carry out the calculation of the
normative monetary valuation of the land plot. Mathematically, each of these
examples is correct, but due to rounding at different stages of calculations, the result
of calculations by both methods may have differences [1].

We also encountered another technical problem in the process of developing a
normative monetary valuation of land plots of the Hleiuvatska rural territorial
community, namely, the fact that the soil data received from the State Geocadastre
may be inaccurate and contain errors. The first problem we encountered is manifested
at the edges of land massifs, namely situations arise when soil maps do not cover
parts of land plots on the edges of land massifs. Most of such parts do not exceed 1%
of the area of the land plot, and accordingly, due to the inaccuracy of cartographic

materials, it is essential to assume that the soil on this part of the land plot is the same



as on the adjacent part of the land plot, as it is situated along its border and is only
several meters wide. However, it is impossible to reliably establish this fact without
soil surveys, and in accordance with Clause 12 of the Methodology, if the agricultural
production group of soils or its quality score for the land plot or its part is not
determined, the quality score of the natural-agricultural district for the corresponding
land type is used. Also, based on the requirements for automation, we decided to
accept the quality score of the natural-agricultural district for all parts of land plots,
which are not covered by soil maps, regardless of their area [1].

Another problem that we encountered in the process of working on the
development of technical documentation on the normative monetary valuation of land
plots of the Hleiuvatska rural territorial community is possible errors in the quality
scores of agricultural groups of soils. For example, in the materials provided by the
State Service of Geodesy, Cartography and Cadastre of Ukraine regarding
agricultural production groups of soils in the territory of the Dnipropetrovska oblast,
for part of the agricultural production groups of soils, the quality score for all
agricultural land types is the same, for example, for the agricultural production group
of soils 65e (chernozem, ordinary weakly washed heavy loam) quality score in the
provided data, for all lands is 38, and for the agricultural group of soils 60e
(chernozems, ordinary medium-humus and low-humus heavy loams and their
residual and weakly saline variations), the score of pasture quality is equal to the
score of arable land (45) and is greater than the scores of gardens (40) and haymakers
(24). This situation is repeated for the quality scores of other agricultural groups of
soils.

This is not a problem or shortcoming related to the Methodology, but it leads to
a distortion of the results of the normative monetary valuation of land plots, when the
normative monetary valuation of a less productive type of land approaches the
normative monetary valuation of a more productive type of land or exceeds it. We
consider such data to be erroneous, because pastures generate the lowest rental
income among all agricultural lands. Accordingly, their quality score on highly

productive soils should not be equal to the quality score of arable land and higher



than the quality score of gardens. If you turn to Appendix 9 of the Methodology,
which lists the quality scores of land types for each natural-agricultural district, then
for the most part the quality score of pastures is the lowest, only sometimes being
equal to or greater than the quality score of haymakers in the corresponding natural-
agricultural district [1]. This fact confirms our assumptions about errors in the soil
data, the origin of which is unclear to us.

There is one more critical question regarding the quality scores of agricultural
groups of soils. Normative monetary valuation in accordance with Article 1 of the
Law of Ukraine “On Land Valuation” is “capitalized rental income from a land plot,
determined according to established and approved standards”, and quality scores are,
according to the Methodology, the only indicator that determines the rental income
from the use of agricultural land plots [1, 6]. Accordingly, their reliability is key to
the correct determination of the normative monetary valuation of land plots. Based on
our research, we claim that the quality ratings of agricultural groups of soils currently
do not correspond to the modern realities of agricultural land use.

Quality points of agricultural production groups of soils, approved by
Resolution No. 1147 of November 3, 2021 [1], were last updated in the 1980s and
were formed based on a set of the most common agricultural crops grown in each
natural-agricultural district. Agricultural production has undergone significant
changes for more than thirty years, namely, the set of crops, their varieties and
growing technologies have changed, as well as the yield of these crops has increased
while increasing the efficiency of the technological process. Accordingly, quality
scores must be updated, also taking into account the presence and absence of
irrigation or drainage on land plots. That is, it is necessary to differentiate the quality
score of agricultural production groups of soils in terms of availability of access to
reclamation networks.

Quality points of agricultural production groups of soils are not the only
indicator that determines rental income from the use of agricultural land plots, but in
general the only indicator that expresses income within the framework of the

Methodology, which currently unites all land plots regardless of their location and



intended purpose. If we talk about residential and public build up areas, as well as
industrial lands, then for them, the normative monetary value is determined according
to the norm of capitalized rental income, which is determined according to
Appendices 1 and 2 of the Methodology, and this is a fixed tabular value. A. Tretyak,
V. Tretyak and A. Volska criticize this approach, because: “the new Methodology
determines that for the lands of populated areas, the basis of assessment is not the
rental income, but the amount of “expenses for the development of the territory” that
were used in the previous methodology”, on the other hand, the Law of Ukraine “On
Land Assessment” determines that NGO is a capitalized rental income [1, 5, 6]. This
problem is exacerbated by the fact that, while previously the method required for
each settlement a separate calculation of “expenses for the development of the
territory”, from which the norm of capitalized rental income was determined, now
this norm is a fixed tabular value, which is the only one for all land plots in the
territory of the territorial community, and also differs in value depending on the
population of the administrative centre of the community [1, 2]. Therefore, the norm
iIs completely detached from the actual potential yield of land plots of a separate
settlement, for which the normative monetary value is determined.

Let’s give one example. In the process of developing technical documentation
on normative monetary valuation of land plots on the territory of the Hleiuvatska
rural territorial community and studying the territories of neighboring communities,
we encountered an interesting case. For example, quarries and dumps of PJSC
“Northern Mining and Processing Plant” and PJSC “ARCELORMITTAL Kryvyi
Rih” are located in the territories of several communities. At the same time, on the
territory of the Hleiuvatska rural territorial community, the basic value, or the norm
of capitalized rental income, of such a plot of land in accordance with Appendix 1 of
the Methodology is UAH 87 per m?, on the other hand, a similar value for the same
industrial object on the territory of the Novolativska rural territorial community is
UAH 76 per m? [1].

In order to understand how these values are determined, please refer to

Appendix 1 of the Methodology. So, the norm of capitalized rental income for land



plots on which such industrial facilities are located is determined by the population,
not even of the entire community, but only of its administrative centre. For example,
as the population of Hleiuvatka village is more than a thousand people, the norm of
capitalized rental income for land plots on the territory of the Hleiuvatska rural
territorial community is UAH 87 per m?, and on the territory of Novolativska —
UAH 76 per m? [1]. Therefore, we conclude that, according to the current
Methodology, the norm of capitalized rental income for land plots on which industrial
objects of the same type are located is determined not by the profitability of these
objects, but by the population of the administrative centre of the territorial
community in which this land plot is located. Accordingly, we assert that there is no
economic basis, not to mention the potential profitability of land plots, when
determining the norm of capitalized rental income. Such an approach distorts the
NMYV indicators of land plots, which entails biased amounts of land tax and rent for
land use.

Another problem is that the normative monetary valuation of land plots is not
built on the basis of the potential income received from the use of the land plot, not
only does not contribute to the capitalization of land plots, but also often devalues
them. The approach, according to which the maximum value of the indexation
coefficient is clearly defined by Article 289 of the Tax Code of Ukraine (15%), is
also questionable, because under such an approach, land plots depreciate in the event
that inflation exceeds 15% [7].

As for agricultural lands, according to the notification of the State Geocadastre,
they are indexed with a value of 100 percent, so they are not actually indexed [8].
Accordingly, these land plots depreciate from year to year, as a result of which the
local tax base in this part does not grow, so the growth of revenues to local budgets
lags far behind economic realities. That is, tax revenues from the payment of land
fees in absolute numbers grow more slowly than inflation, and this issue is especially
acute in rural communities.

For example, the normative monetary valuation of agricultural land plots on

average in Ukraine is close to UAH 30,000 per ha. At least 20 million hectares of



arable land are cultivated in the controlled territory. If we assume that the average
rate of land tax is 1%, and inflation for the year was 10%, then as a result, we get a
shortfall of UAH 600 million by local budgets on a state scale.

Regarding the devaluation of land plots, in the context of agricultural land, the
guestion arises, what are the indicators of capitalized rental income standards for
agricultural land in the amount of UAH 27,520 per ha and a separate indicator for
arable land in the cross-section of regions, which for the Dnipropetrovska oblast is
UAH 30,251 per ha [1]. The Methodology does not answer it. Accordingly, we get an
average valuation of arable land, which is about UAH 30,000 per ha, or
approximately $800 ($1,100 at the time the Methodology was approved) per ha. In
1995, V. Mesel-Veseliak and M. Fedorov, on the basis of the economic assessment of
agricultural land in Ukraine carried out in the late 1980s, calculated the normative
monetary valuation of arable land at the level of $3,564 per ha on average in Ukraine
[9]. Taking into account that from 1995 to 2021, when the Methodology was
approved, the economy of Ukraine, and with it the agricultural sector, grew and
developed, and the well-being of Ukrainians grew, the drop in the normative
monetary value by 3-4 times indicates the possible inaccuracy of the initial data and
methodological approaches and needs further research.

Also, the problem of the topological connection of community boundaries and
the boundaries of agricultural groups of soils, related to the formation of an electronic
document in the form of an XML file, needs to be solved. In order to preserve the
topology of the community boundary and the boundaries of agricultural groups of
soils, the points of intersection of the boundaries of agricultural groups of soils with
the boundaries of settlements should belong to both entities. However, if you
calculate the area of the community taking into account the newly formed coordinates
of the points of intersection of agricultural production groups of soils and the
community boundary, the area of the community differs from the legally defined one,
since the area of the community is calculated based on the coordinates of the turning

points of the community border without taking into account any other points.



Conclusions and proposals. In the process of developing technical
documentation on the normative monetary valuation of lands of the Hleiuvatska rural
territorial community, we conducted a study and analysis of methodological,
economic and regulatory problems of determining the normative monetary valuation
of land plots according to the Methodology of normative monetary valuation of land
plots, approved by the Resolution of the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine No. 1147 of
November 3, 2021. We have identified a number of methodological, technical and
economic problems and inaccuracies in the Methodology, which complicate the
development of technical documentation in accordance with it, and also call into
question the economic correspondence of the results with reality.

The norm of capitalized rental income for land plots on which industrial
facilities of the same type are located is not determined by the potential income from
the use of land plots and, accordingly, the normative monetary assessment, which in
accordance with the Law is based on the rent principle, has no reference actual to the
rent from use of land plots.

All of the above shortcomings indicate the need to rethink the Methodology,
because it should really be based on the rent basis. The use of this Methodology for
calculating NMV in communities carries an additional threat of a significant decrease
in the tax income in territorial communities and has a negative impact on the land
plots market. Also, without eliminating these shortcomings, it is impractical to
proceed to a mass assessment of land plots, because it will not only retain all the
identified shortcomings and problems but will also contribute to their further

accumulation.
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IMPOBJIEMHI IIMTAHHA TA BUKJ/IMKHU HIOJO0 BU3HAYEHHA
HOPMATHUBHOI T'POIIOBOI OLIHKA 3EMEJBHHUX JLJISIHOK VY
MEKAX TEPUTOPII TEPUTOPIAJIBHUX TPOMA ]

Anomauia. 30ilicheno OemanibHe OOCNIONCEHH MA AHANI3 3AMBepPONCeHOl
Ilocmanosorwo Kabinemy Minicmpie Yxpainu 6i0 3 nucmonaoa 2021 p. Ne 1147
MemOOUKU HOPMAMUBHOI 2POULOBOT OYIHKU 3eMENbHUX OLIAHOK U000 MONCIUBOCI iT
3ACMOCY8AHHS, MA BUABNEHHS NPoOIeM, WO BUHUKAIOMb Y npoyeci il peanizayii.
Pozensanymo ochoeui acnexmu HOpMAmMueHOi epouio8oi OYIHKU 3eMelbHUX OLIAHOK
ma il 6nau6é Ha pPO3BUMOK MepumopiaibHux 2epomad 6 VYkpaiui. Bueueno ma
NPOAHANI308AHO MEMOOUYHI, eKOHOMIUHI Ma HOPMAMUBHI NpoOIEeMU BUSHAYEHHS.
HOPMAMUBHOI 2pOUl08Oi OYIHKU 3eMeNbHUX OLIAHOK 34 YUHHOIO MEMOOUKOIO SK
BAJCIUBO20 EKOHOMIYHO20 I[HCMPYMEHMY pe2yNl08aHHs 3eMEeNbHUX BIOHOCUH mda
E€KOHOMIYHO020 CIUMYNIIOBAHHA PAYIOHAIbHO20 BUKOPUCMAHHS | OXOPOHU 3eMElb.

Busisneno memooonoziuni ma mexHiuHi HeOONiKU 6 Npoyeci BU3HAYUEHHS
HOPMAMUGHOI 2pOuio8oi OYIHKU 3eMeNbHUX OLIAHOK MepUmopIiaibHux 2pomad ma
00YUCIeHHT PO3MIDIB HOPMAMUBHOT 2POULOBOT OYIHKU OKPEMOI 3eMelbHOT OLISHKUL.

Bcmanoeneno, wo xoua 8ionosiono 0o 3axony Yrpainu «llpo oyinxy semenvy
HOPMAMUBHA 2pouio8a OYIHKA € «Kanimanizo8aHum peHmHUM O00X000M», YUHHA
MemoouKa ii 8U3Ha4eHHs 6a3YEMbCs He Ha 00X001, Wo Modice Oymu OmpumMaruil 8io
BUKOPUCMAHHS 3eMeNbHOI OLIAHKY, a HA (DIKCOBAHUX MAOIUYHUX HOPMAMUBAX, SKI

OughepeHYitio8ari 3a YUCENbHICIMIO HACENeHHSA AOMIHICIMPAMUBHO20 YEeHMP)Y ePOMAOU.


https://land.gov.ua/pro-indeksatsiiu-normatyvnoi-hroshovoi-otsinky-zemel-za-2022-rik/
https://land.gov.ua/pro-indeksatsiiu-normatyvnoi-hroshovoi-otsinky-zemel-za-2022-rik/

Jluwe 0na 3emenv  CilbCbKO2OCNOOAPCHKO20 NPUBHAYEHHST 00X00U Bi0  iX
BUKOPUCMAHHS 8PAX08YIOMbC YUHHOIO MEemOOUKOI0, Npome 60HU BPAX08YIOMbCA
yepes banu Oonimemis Ipyumis, sKi e akmyanizosysanucs 3 1980-x poxis.

Buseneno, wo eunacniook gaxmuuno 6i0cymuvoi iHOekcayii HOPMAMueHoOi
2POU0BOI OYIHKU CLIbCbKO2OCNOOAPCLKUX Y2i0b, HAOXO0ONHCEHHS MICYesux 0100 cemis
WOPOKY He 3pocmaroms woHatimeHnwe Ha 0,6 Maop epu y macwmabax Yxpainu.

Knwuoei cnoea: mnopmamusna 2powiosa oyiHKa, 3eMeNbHi  OUIAHKU,

MepumopIiaibHi 2pomMaou, Micyesi O100xcemu, MemoOUYHi peKoMeHOayii



