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PROBLEMS OF APPOINTMENT AND CONDUCT OF FORENSIC
EXAMINATIONS IN THE FIELD OF INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY

Intellectual property today is a powerful factor in progress, which largely
determines the trends of the modern world. Therefore, the protection of intellectual
property rights is one of the most important tasks of the state and society, which
seeks to take a worthy place in the world community.
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The purpose of the article is to study the problem issues regarding the
appointment of forensic examinations in the field of intellectual property and analysis
of the ways of their solution.

The urgency of the study is due to the rapid increase in the number of unlawful
actions in the field of intellectual property.

The study was conducted on the basis of the method of system analysis and
generalization of information obtained during the survey conducted by the category
of investigators who carry out pre-trial investigation of unlawful actions against the
objects of intellectual property, as well as reports from the Ministry of Internal Affairs
of Ukraine and the National Police of Ukraine for 2012, 2016-2018 years.

The changes in the legislation regulating legal relations in the field of intellectual
property are analyzed, as well as the correlation of state and non-state special
expert institutions performing expert research on intellectual property objects. The
key issues that will contribute to improving the quality of both the research itself and
the overall investigation process are outlined.

Key words: intellectual property, forensic examination, expert, infringement,
remedies

Intellectual property rights are valuable business assets. Protection of
intellectual property rights are those measures that are applied in cases where
the rights to this or that object of intellectual property are violated or challenged
[7]. In accordance with the norms of the current legislation of Ukraine, it
provides for the activities of authorized state institutions [12] for the recognition,
renewal of rights, as well as the removal of obstacles that are on the way of
exercising the rights and legitimate interests of subjects of law in the field of
intellectual property [17]. This activity is carried out in accordance with the
procedure established by the legislation, that is, using the appropriate form,
means and methods of protection. It should be noted that the protection of
intellectual property rights in the court is the most effective and effective to
establish the truth.

Properties and specifics of intellectual property objects determine certain
features of the procedure for resolving disputes [19; 20; 21], related to legal
relationships that arise in the process of creating and using these objects.

The peculiarity of such disputes is that they usually relate to special
(including technical) issues that require special expertise in various fields of
science and technology. That is, they can not be solved without the use of
special knowledge in a particular scientific or technical field and, accordingly,
involve the involvement of forensic experts.

As practice has shown, effective protection of intellectual property rights and
forensic expertise are concepts that are indivisible. The vast majority of
intellectual property cases relate to the activities of business entities in the field
of social production, and, accordingly, are considered by economic courts,
which in turn are guided by the Commercial Procedure Code of Ukraine
(hereinafter — CPC of Ukraine), the Law of Ukraine «On Forensic Examinationy,
etc. In the composition of commercial courts, there are boards on intellectual
property, and in the Appeal and Supreme Commercial Court — chambers to
consider such disputes. Offenses concerning intellectual property objects are
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regulated by the norms of the Criminal Code of Ukraine, the Criminal Procedure
Code of Ukraine and the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine.

The system of protection of rights and freedoms is provided by providing the
legislator with equal rights to collect and submit to the court files, documents,
other evidence, petitions and complaints, other implementation of their
procedural rights, provided by the Criminal Procedure Code of Ukraine,
including the right to involve an expert for the examination, which has
undergone significant reformation with the introduction of a new Criminal
Procedure Code of Ukraine of Ukraine. The main place in this system of
protection of rights and freedoms is the competition of the parties and the
freedom to submit their evidence to the court and bring to the court their
convictions.

The analysis of the dynamics of updating the legal framework of Ukraine on
intellectual property rights and a number of measures of executive authorities
indicate that the main tasks of the present day are to bring national legislation
on the normalization of the activities of domestic collective management
organizations in accordance with the provisions of the legislation of the
European Union, as well as the creation of an effective system of forensic
institutions for research on intellectual property in various departments, in
particular, in the Ministry of Internal Affairs, the State Department of Intellectual
Property, etc.

It should also be noted that in Art. 6-1 of the European Convention for the
Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms of 1950 states that in
defining their civil rights and obligations (and security documents on intellectual
property rights are provided by civil rights), every person is guaranteed fair and
public hearing by an independent and impartial tribunal. Therefore, when
considering disputes in the field of intellectual property, a systematic approach
should be applied, the essence of which, in accordance with the constitutional
guarantee of justice, consists in qualified examination of such cases with the
involvement of specialists in the relevant fields of science and technology.

Involving an expert [10] and conducting forensic examinations is a special
form of obtaining information provided for by law by means of conducting
research by persons who have special knowledge in the field of science,
technology, art, crafts and certain spheres of human activity.

The essence of the examination is to conduct an expert (research) study on
the basis of special knowledge of the material objects of phenomena and
processes, which contain information about the circumstances of the case,
which is in the conduct of organs of pre-trial investigation or court.

As you know, the basic principles of forensic expertise, in particular, its
organization, the legal status of a judicial expert, the provision of the work of
state specialized institutions and departmental expert services, etc., are
determined by the Law of Ukraine «On Forensic Examination», other legislative
acts, departmental legal documents. The procedure for the appointment of
forensic examinations, expert studies and scientific and methodological
recommendations on the preparation and appointment of forensic examinations
are set out in the Instruction on the appointment and conducting of forensic
examinations and expert studies and scientific and methodological
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recommendations on the preparation and appointment of forensic examinations
and expert studies approved by the order of the Ministry Justice of Ukraine from
January 8, 1998 No. 53/5 (hereinafter referred to as the Order).

The procedural grounds for the examination are defined in Art. 242 of the
Criminal Procedure Code of Ukraine. According to part one of this article, the
expert examination is conducted by the expert at the request of the party to the
criminal proceedings or on the instructions of the investigating judge or the
court, if special knowledge is necessary to clarify the circumstances relevant to
the criminal proceedings. The actual reason for the appointment of an
examination is the need for scientific, technical or other specialist knowledge
that is required to resolve certain issues in criminal proceedings. It should be
borne in mind that the special does not include well-known and generally
available scientific knowledge in the field of material and procedural law, which
should be held by investigators, prosecutors, judges. That is why the law
explicitly prohibits conducting an examination to find out the issues of law.

However, it should be noted that with the adoption of new procedural
legislation in the field of expertise of intellectual property objects, there have
been significant changes, which, first of all, concern the order of appointment of
expertise [1].

The parties to the case have the opportunity to independently request an
examination and file it with the court together with other types of evidence.
Thus, Article 69, paragraph 2 of the Commercial Procedure Code of Ukraine,
Article 72, paragraph 2 of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine, Article 68,
paragraph 2 of the Code of Administrative Justice of Ukraine, as amended, is
worded as follows: «The expert may be appointed by a court or involved in the
case», and Article 98, paragraph 3 of the Commercial Procedure Code of
Ukraine, paragraph 3 of Article 102 of the Civil Procedure Code of Ukraine, and
Article 101, paragraph 3 of the Code of Administrative Proceedings of Ukraine
stipulate that «The expert’s opinion may be provided on request (appeal) to the
participant in the case or on the basis of a court order regarding the
appointment of an examination» (Fig. 1). According to practice, expertises in the
field of intellectual property are appointed on the application — 90 %:

23

® Awards

Applications

Figure 1. The ratio of the number of awards and applications from 2017 to 2018

627



Kpuminanicmuka i cydosa ekcriepmusa. Bunyck 65

Table 1

Appointment of forensic examinations by appeals (applications)
depending on the object of research in the period 2017 and 2018

Source: Information from the Expert Service of the Ministry of Internal

Type of research

in the field of intellectual property

of them

objects of the copyright (literary, artistic
works, computer programs and
compilations (databases) of data)

objects of related rights (performing
phonograms, videograms, programs
(broadcasts) of broadcasting
organizations)

related to inventions and utility models

objects of trademarks, commercial names,
geographical indications

industrial designs

economic in the field of intellectual

property

Affairs of Ukraine
Applications Applications
(applications) for (applications) for
forensic forensic
examinations in examinations in
2017 2018
31
4
1
2
21
Table 2

Appointment of forensic examinations by awards (decrees) depending on
the research object 2016, 2017, 2018

Source: Information from the Expert Service of the Ministry of Internal
ine

Affairs of Ukra

Decisions on the appointment of forensic examinations

Type of research Differe i
e Total | Total nce o Total [()e'f;eorf ;_C o
2016 | 2017 2016- ° 2018 2018 °
2017
in the field of intellectual <
property 183 213 30 14 223 10 <4
objects of the copyright
(literary, artistic works, < S
computer programs and 0 108 108 100 94 14 13
g compilations
£ (databases) of data)
‘G| objects of related rights
(performing < >
phonograms, 0 4 4 100 6 2 33
videograms, programs
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(broadcasts) of
broadcasting
organizations)

related to inventions and > <
utility models 3 2 ! 3 | 8 6 75
objects of trademarks, < <
commercial names, 0 52 52 59 7
AT 100 12
geographical indications
. . . < >
industrial designs 0 7 100 3 4 57
economic in the field of > <
intellectual property 51 38 13 25 53 15 28

Mentioned in Tab.1 and Tab.2 information shows that the largest number of
forensic examinations, which are appointed by appeals (applications) for
conducting expert investigations in 2017 and 2018, are conducted in respect of
objects of trade marks, commercial names, geographical indications — 68 % of
the total in 2018, in its turn, the largest number of expertises, which were
appointed by awards (decrees) in the period from 2016 to 2018, are carried out
in respect of objects of copyright (literary, artistic works, computer programs and
compilations (databases) of data) — 42 % of the total in 2018. There is also a
tendency to increase the total number of forensic examinations in the field of
intellectual property.

Already, we can see both the positive and the negative consequences of
the implementation of new procedure rules.

Among other changes, the positive moment was the shortening of the terms
of an examination, since these terms are usually due to the interests of the
customer, as reflected in the contracts for the forensic examination. In most
cases is from 10 days to 1 month.

Obviously, one of the goals of such an innovation should be to reduce the
length of time trial. But in practice, everything happens in a different way.

The possibility of a participant in the case — a customer of the examination
to independently to elect an expert for the study and the findings of the
conclusion has two sides. The first one — it allows the party to choose an expert
whose qualification he/she trusts, who has already proven himself as a
professional in his field, and the second — it gives the opportunity to conduct
preliminary consultations with an expert in order to obtain a conclusion with the
anticipated (necessary side) result.

In the case of an expert examination on the order of the expert side, it is
virtually impossible to avoid the influence of the customer during the work. It is
clear that when ordering an expert examination, the party expects a positive
result for it. The conclusion with the other result simply will not appear in the
case. But, as practice shows, in most cases the conclusions are brought to the
court by each of the parties, and they are different in essence.

The standard approach used by courts in such cases is the appointment of
other forensic examination. But in this case, the term of consideration of the
case is substantially getting length, as it is already harder to count on the
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efficiency of the experts when the examination is appointed by the court. It is
quite natural that in the case when the expert has several examinations at the
same time, some of which are appointed by the court, while others are ordered
by the participants of the case, the latter will be conducted in the first place, as
the parties usually have a limited time to submit the findings to the court. Thus,
in general, it can not be unequivocally stated that the possibility of ordering
expert examination by the parties leads to shortening of the terms of cases’
consideration.

Taking into account also the fact that there are not so many experts in the
field of intellectual property (Tab. 3-4), in case of appeal of each party — the
participant of the case with an order for conducting an examination, for
example, simultaneously with two to three experts, a situation may arise, when
the court has virtually no choice as to appoint one of the certified forensic
experts to conduct a regular examination in the case.

Table 3

The ratio of the number of certified forensic experts of state expert
institutions in the field of intellectual property*

Source: The register of certified forensic experts

A specialist of the state special A specialist of the non-state special
institution institution
n % N %
82 79 22 21

*Data is from the registry of certified forensic experts as of June 10, 2019,
taking into account the validity period of the certificate of the expert (until
December 2019) without taking into account the Crimea, the Sevastopol city
and also the parts of Donetsk and Lugansk Obalsts, which are temporarily
occupied http://rase.minjust.gov.ua/

Table 4

Correlation of the number of certified forensic experts of state expert
institutions in the field of intellectual property *

Source: The register of certified forensic experts

n % n| % n %
Expert 39 | 44 | Science and | 6 | 7 Research Center of | 43 | 49
divisions Research Forensic Examination of
of the Institute of the Ministry of Justice of
Ministry of Intellectual Ukraine:
Internal Property Research  Institute of | 28 | 65
Affairs Forensic Examination on

intellectual propetry
Hon. Prof. M.S. Bokarius | 4 9
Kharkiv Research Institute
of Forensic Examination
Lviv Scientific Research | 7 16
Institute of Forensic
Examination
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Kyiv Scientific Research | 3 7
Institute of  Forensic
Expertise

Odessa Scientific | 1 2
Research Institute  of
Forensic Examination

*Data is from the registry of certified forensic experts as of June 10, 2019,
taking into account the validity period of the certificate of the expert (until
December 2019) without taking into account the Crimea, the Sevastopol city
and also the parts of Donetsk and Lugansk Oblasts, which are temporarily
occupied http://rase.minjust.gov.ua/

To date, many experts in the field of intellectual property generally have
doubts about the appropriateness of appointing an examination by a court in the
event that an expert examination has already been conducted on an order of
one or both parties. Obviously, such a position has the right to exist, but it needs
to be adequately understood by judges specializing in such cases. After all,
there is no guarantee that the conclusion of the examination appointed by the
court will be more qualitative than that provided by the parties. That is, the
question of evaluating expert opinions for the court is the foreground.

The essential point is how the questions put by the expert on the research
are formulated. Although the subject matter of the case is one and the same,
each party to the case may thus articulate the questions so that the answers
given to them testify to their benefit in the given case.

Before making changes to the procedure law, each party could ask the
court what questions it would like to put to the decision of the court expert and
to argue why this should be the formulation of questions, and the court finally
made a final decision on the range of issues to be put to the expert when
appointing forensic examination. Under the new legislation that regulates the
legal relations in the field of protection of civil legal relations, by ordering an
expert examination, the party independently formulates questions relating to the
study of an expert, which may also lead to the receipt by court of various
substantive expert opinions.

Questions to the forensic expert should be formulated precisely,
unambiguously and clearly, namely:

— the content of the question should be precisely specified research
object;

— formulations that start with multi-valued words should be avoided (in
such cases, specification is required);

— it is not allowed to raise issues for examination, the solution of which
does not belong to the competence of the expert;

— in the formulation of questions, the use of spoken words should be
avoided:;

— itis advisable to avoid synonyms, calling the same object of research;

— when formulating the question, all possible versions must be taken into
account, and the results of expert research can be substantiated (refuted).
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Table 5

The activity of law enforcement units for crimes in the field of
intellectual property according to various criteria
(2012, 2016, 2017, 2018 years)

Source: Information from the Ministry of Internal Affairs of Ukraine

2012 2016 2017 2018
Intellectual property crimes were found: 978 1930 1994 6769
%ﬁ::d to violation of copyright and adjoining 569 1123 1160 3938
Investigations on criminal proceedings were
completed and sent to the court with 662 1307 1350 4581
indictments
Identified administrative violations of
intellectual  property rights and illegal 3376 6664 6884 23365
distribution of content
Undisclosed enterprises for the production of
counterfeit products have been exposed 125 247 255 865
The activities of unlawful enterprises for
replicating counterfeiting and content are 55 108 112 381
discontinued
The_.ac‘tlwtles pf ur)lawful enterprises for 68 134 139 471
falsification are discontinued

Researches show a significant increase in crimes in the area of intellectual
property in 2018 due to the increased activity of law enforcement units in
identifying and stopping unlawful actions on violations of intellectual property
rights and state policy in general in relation to improving the investment climate
in Ukraine, in particular in the area of intellectual property.

Amounts withdrawn in monetary terms
Source: Information from the Ministry of Internal Affairs of Ukraine

Table 6

2012

2016

2017

2018

Removed copies of
counterfeit goods for a
total amount (million of

UAH)

20 000 000

118 440 000

122 340 000

415 260 000

Removed falsified

products for a total

amount (million of
UAH)

23 000 000

136 206 000

140 691 000

477 549 000

A survey of the criminal cases in the sphere of the intellectual property
rights has shown that almost 98 % is assigned an examination of the objects of
the intellectual property, among others examinations there is the following ratio:
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1. computer-technical examination
2. commodity examination
1 3. questioned document examination
14% 4. forensic handwriting examination
2 5. forensic trasology examination
19%
3
ma
56%
m5

Figure 2. Types of forensic examinations, which are assigned to intellectual property objects

Differentiation of expert institutions, which most often appoint examination
of intellectual property objects:

28%

- to state institutions
. / M to non-state (private)

72%

Figure 3. The ratio of appeals to expert institutions for conducting research in the field of
intellectual property

At the same time, weaknesses in the attraction of state expert institutions
include the weak material base (41 % of respondents) and long time of
conducting of examinations (98 % of respondents). The weaknesses of non-
state expert institutions are considered by the investigators to be low
qualifications of specialists (48 % of respondents) and the need to pay for
conducting an expert examination (97 % of those polled).

According to a survey of criminal cases in the field of intellectual property
offenses after the opening of criminal proceedings, they are considered as

follows:
upto 10 days
18% from 10 to 30 days

mmore than 30 days

56%

Figure 4. Terms of research in the field of intellectual property
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When asked about the expediency of consulting an expert, which materials
should be provided for examination, all interviewed investigators responded
positively.

Thus, on the basis of the analysis, we can come to the following
conclusions.

With the adoption of new procedure legislation, the number of examinations
in each case has increased significantly. Most of the issues in the area of
intellectual property rights protection from the very beginning of the review
include at least two expert opinions, filed by each of the parties to the case. It is
clear that these expert opinions contain different results of research, for a
number of reasons, among which one can distinguish, such as the
incompleteness of materials provided for research, different formulations of
questions, and, unfortunately, sometimes expert misconduct takes place, taking
into account the influence on it of the interested party.

When investigating crimes related to infringements of intellectual property
rights, they often appoint forensic examination of intellectual property (copyright
and related rights), forensic examination of documents, commodity examiantion,
that is, those forensic examinations by which to investigate the objects of
intellectual property or their packaging. Rarely appoint expert assessments that
help to prove the involvement of specific individuals in committing this type of
crime (trasology, handwriting, phonoscopy, etc.). This can be explained, first of
all, by the fact that the majority of examinations are imposed on the facts of
violation of copyright and related rights in the form of illegal reproduction and
distribution of phonograms, videograms, broadcasting programs, computer
programs and databases on CDs, video and audio cassettes.

Also, the monopoly of state institutions for carrying out expert examinations
in criminal proceedings remains a problematic issue.
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NMPOBJIEMU NMPU3HAYEHHSA | NPOBEAEHHA Cy[AoOBOI EKCNEPTU3U B
COEPI IHTENEKTYAJIbHOI BJIACHOCTI

A. B. KochaHoB
H. B. NaBnoBcbka
O. B. PomaHeHko

I. O. Ctpineub

H. A. ®ininoBa

IHTenekTyanbHa BNacHIiCTb CbOroAHi € NOTYXHWUM (DaKTOpPOM nporpecy, SKun

farato B 4YOMy BMU3Ha4ae TeHAeHUil

cyyacHoro cBiTy. ToMmy 3axucT npaB

iHTENeKTyanbHOI BMACHOCTI € OAHVM 3 HaWBaXNuBIWUMX 3aBAaHb AepXKaBu
CycninbCTBa, fKe NparHe 3anHATU rigHe MicLe B CBITOBOMY CMiBTOBAPUCTBI.

MeToto cTartTi

€ BUWBYEHHA I'IpO6J'IeMHVIX NUTaHb NPU3Ha4YeHHA CyaoBUX

eKkcnepTus y capepi iHTenekTyanbHoi BMACHOCTI Ta aHani3 WNAXiB iX BUPILLEHHS.

AKTyanbHiCTb JocnigXeHHs oOymoBneHa LWBMAKAM 30inbLUEHHSM  KinbKOCTI
NpOTUNPaBHUX Ain Y cdepi iHTenekTyanbHOi BNacHOCTI.

JocnigxeHHa npoBOAMMOCS Ha OCHOBI METOAMKM CUCTEMHOrO aHanisy i
y3aranbHeHHs1 iHpopMauii, OTpUMaHOi B XOA4i NPOBEAEHOr0 OMNUTYBAHHS KaTeropii
cniguux, siKi 34IKCHI0TL LOCYA0BE PO3CnifyBaHHS NPOTUNPAaBHKX Ail Woao ob’ekTis
iHTenekTyansHOi BNacHOCTi, a Takox 3BiTiB MBC YkpaiHn Ta HauioHanbHoi noniuii
Ykpainm 3a 2012, 2016-2018 poku.
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MpoaHanizoBaHO 3MiHW B 3aKOHOAABCTBI, LLO Peryroe NpaBoBigHOCKHN B cdhepi
iHTeneKkTyanbHOI BNACHOCTI, @ TakoX B3aEMO3B'SI30K OEpPXaBHUX i HeaepXKaBHUX
cneuianbHUX eKCrepPTHUX YCTaHOB, SKi 3AINCHIOTb eKCNEPTHI AOCNimKeHHS 06’eKTiB
iHTenekTyanbHOi BMAcHOCTi. Bu3HayeHO KM4YOBI NUTaHHA, SKi CNPUATUMYTb
NiABULLIEHHIO SIKOCTi K caMOoro AOCHIAXEHHS, Tak i BCbOro npouecy AOCHiAXEHHS B
uinomy.

Knroyoesi cnoea: iHTenekTyanbHa BRNacHiCTb, CydOBa €KCNepTu3a, eKcnepT,
NopyLLEHHs1, 3acoby NpaBOBOro 3axucTy

NMPOBJIEMbl HASHAYEHNA N NPOBEOEHUSA CYOEBHOW 3KCMNEPTU3bI
B OBJIACTU UHTENNEKTYAJIbHOU COBCTBEHHOCTU

A. B. KochaHoB
H. B. NaBnoBckas
A. B. PomaHeHKo

I. A. Ctpuney
H. A. dununnoBa

WHTennekTyaneHas coGCTBEHHOCTb CEroAHsl SBMSETCA MOLLHBIM (DaKTOPOM
nporpecca, KOTOpbIn BO MHOTOM ofnpefensieT TeHOEHUUW COBPEeMEHHOro mwvpa.
MosTomy 3awmTa npaB WHTENNeKTyanbHON COOCTBEHHOCTM SIBNSIETCS OOHOW U3
BaXHeWWMX 3ajad rocygapctBa M obuiecTBa, KOTOpOE CTPEMUTCS 3aHATb
[OCTOHOE MEeCTO B MUPOBOM COO0bLLIECTBE.

Llenbio crtatbm saBnsetca wusydyeHue npobnemMHbiX BOMPOCOB Ha3Ha4YeHus
cynebHbIX aKcnepTn3 B 06n1acTu MHTENNEKTyanbHoW COGCTBEHHOCTH U aHanu3 nyTen
MX peLUeHUns.

AKTyanbHOCTb WCCneaoBaHns oOycrnoBrneHa CTPeMUTENbHbIM POCTOM 4ucna
NPOTUBOMNPaBHLIX AEWCTBUI B chepe MHTENMEKTYanbHOW COOCTBEHHOCTM.

WccnepoBaHve nNpoOBOAMNOCH HAa OCHOBE METOOMKU CUCTEMHOrO aHanusa u
0606LeHnsa nHpopmaummn, Nony4yeHHoW B Xode NPOBEAEHHOro ornpoca KaTeropuu
crnepoBaTenen, ocylwecTBnsALWMX AocyaebHoe paccrnefoBaHue NpOTMBOMNPaBHbLIX
OENCTBUIN B OTHOLIEHUMM OOBLEKTOB WMHTENNEeKTyanbHOW COBCTBEHHOCTWU, a Takke
otyetoB MB[] YkpauHbl 1 HaumoHanbHoW nonvumm YkpauHbl 3a 2012, 2016-2018
roga.

lMpoaHanuanpoBaHbl WU3MEHEHWS B  3aKOHOOATENbCTBE,  PerynupyroLiem
NpaBOOTHOLWIEHNS B cdepe WHTEnneKTyanbHOW COOCTBEHHOCTWM, a Takke
B3aUMOCBSA3b FOCY4APCTBEHHbBIX U HErocy4apCTBEHHbIX CreLuanbHbIX 9KCMEePTHbIX
yypexneHun, OCYLLECTBASIOWMX  SKCNepTHble  UCCnefoBaHWs  OObeKToB
MHTEnnekTyanbHon cobcTBeHHOCTU. OnpegeneHbl KhoYeBble BOMPOCHI, KOTOPble
6ynoyT cnocobCcTBOBaTh MOBBILEHMIO KayecTBa Kak CaMoro MCCNeaoBaHusi, Tak u
BCEro npotiecca uccneaoBaHus B LEENOM.

Knroyeebie cnoega: vHTennekTyanbHas COOGCTBEHHOCTb, CyaebHasa akcnepTuaa,
3KCNepT, HapyLleHWe, CpeacTBa NPaBoBOW 3aLUThI
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