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DIGITAL ASSETS RIGHTS
IN THE LIGHT OF WESTERN SANCTIONS
AGAINST THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION

Abstract. The purpose of the article is to conduct a scientific analysis of Western sanctions policies
against the Russian Federation concerning the digital assets market, free flow of crypto-currencies with
the participation of Russian legal entities and individuals, their scope, and potential effectiveness.

Research methods. The study is based on general scientific and special methods of scientific
knowledge, namely, methods of analysis and synthesis, forecasting and modeling methods.

Results. In the article, the author presents a comprehensive view of current regulative approaches
taken in Western countries, namely the United States and the countries of European Union, regarding
rights on digital assets in the general framework of sanctions policy taken against the Russian Federation
as a reaction to its violent and unprovoked military aggression in Ukraine. Recommendations are also
provided for strengthening the sanctions regime to adapt to the specifics of the legal nature of digital
assets, their use as a means of circumventing Western sanctions.

Conclusions. Despite different regulatory mechanisms, there is a gradual inclusion of digital assets
and rights to them in the scope of sanctioned property rights related to the Russian Federation in Western
sanctions. The main feature of this regime today is aiming to restrict Russian legal entities and individuals
from accessing and making transactions with digital assets, opening e-wallets and mining cryptocurrency.
Regarding the further improvement of the sanctions regime on the rights to digital assets of persons related
to the Russian Federation, we see three key directions: 1) practical and regulatory inclusion of digital
assets in the scope of the general concept of assets used, taking into account that such assets are generally
“hidden”; 2) developing additional recommendations (roadmap, action plan etc.), adapted specifically to
the imposition of sanctions on digital assets, considering the peculiarities of the legal regulation of their
circulation, in particular in the United States and the European Union (special attention should be paid
to the classification of digital assets, ways to establish the owners of rights to them, the minimization
of the risks of avoiding sanctions against “traditional” rights by their digitalization, and the optimization
of coordinationin thisareabetween different Western legal orders, which currently have quite different legal
approaches in this respective area); 3) strengthening the sanctions policy against Russian cryptocurrency
exchanges, companies and the technical capabilities of legal entities and individuals related to the Russian
Federation to mine cryptocurrencies, to make calculations to circumvent sanctions using digital assets.

Key words: economic sanctions, Russian-Ukrainian war, digital asset, virtual currency, crypto-asset,
Russian Federation entities and individuals.

1. Introduction

A new phase of the Russian-Ukrainian war
began on February 24, 2022, marked by a full-
scale invasion of the Russian Federation in our
country. The response of the Ukrainian gov-
ernment was immediate and proportional to
the level of the threat: on the same day, the Pres-
ident of Ukraine signed Decree Ne 64,/2022 “On
the imposition of martial law in Ukraine” (Pres-
ident of Ukraine, 2022), which was approved by
the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine without delay
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in Law of Ukraine “On approval of the Decree
of the President of Ukraine “On the imposi-
tion of martial law in Ukraine” of February 24,
2022 Ne 2102-IX (Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine,
2022). Along with the intense military action
and information war, one of the key aspects
of our struggle is economic war, waged not only
by Ukraine, but with the direct participation
of the Western world countries: the United
States, the EU, the United Kingdom, the Com-
monwealth of Australia, Japan, Taiwan (the
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Republic of China), and so on. Adopted restric-
tive economic and financial mechanisms, widely
known as “economic sanctions” — restrictions
that have been periodically applied by differ-
ent countries to achieve their foreign policy
goals, especially widely used in the XX cen-
tury (Manuilova, 2014, p. 38), directed against
Russian government, separate Russian entities
and individuals, the entire Russian industries,
primarily connected with the Russian mili-
tary-industrial complex and the economical
abilities of the Russian Federation to continue
its brutal and unprovoked aggression as such,
already reportedly made Russia a most sanc-
tioned country in the world (Euronews, 2022).

While the major efforts on imposing sanc-
tions against the Russian Federation are con-
centrated on “traditional” economic domains,
the underlying intent is also connected with
the prevention of circumvention of sanctions
by Russia, via, inter alia, usage of digital assets,
including crypto-currencies. The main issue
with this process lies in the field of legal charac-
teristics of digital assets as such, their decentral-
ized nature, difficulties in controlling the cor-
responding transactions, taking into account
the overall “embryonic” state of legal regulation
of digital assets market in the US and the EU.
Nonetheless, several crypto-assets sanctions
are adopted by our Western allies in the latest
packages of sanctions against the Russian Fed-
eration and connected entities (Brett, 2022;
Reuters, 2022).

Thus, it is of practical importance to conduct
a scientific analysis of Western sanctions poli-
cies against the Russian Federation concerning
digital assets market, free flow of crypto-cur-
rencies with the participation of Russian legal
entities and individuals, their scope and poten-
tial effectiveness, which is the main aim of this
article. To achieve this goal, we will examine
the general logic and applied legal mechanisms
in Western sanctions imposed on the Russian
authoritarian regime with emphasis on eco-
nomic and financial instruments, and further
delve in specifics of sanctions concerning cryp-
to-currencies and other digital assets connected
to the government of the Russian Federation,
Russian entities and individuals. Examining
stated subjects and issues, we will use general
and special methods of scientific knowledge,
namely methods of analysis and synthesis, fore-
casting and modeling methods.

2. Basic characteristics of the legal
framework of the Western sanctions against
the Russian Federation

At the regulatory level, the mechanism
of implementation of the EU sanctions imposed
on the Russian Federation is carried out via
two fundamental EU non-legislative acts, sub-

ject to further numerous amends. These are:
Council Regulation (EU) Ne 269/2014 of 17
March 2014 concerning restrictive measures in
respect of actions undermining or threatening
the territorial integrity, sovereignty and inde-
pendence of Ukraine (European Union, 2014b)
and Council Decision 2014/512/CFSP of 31
July 2014 concerning restrictive measures in
view of Russia’s actions destabilising the situa-
tion in Ukraine (European Union, 2014a).

The scope of these non-legislative acts is
broad, ranging from freezing all funds and eco-
nomic resources belonging to, owned, held or
controlled by any natural or legal persons, enti-
ties or bodies, or natural or legal persons, enti-
ties or bodies associated with them, as listed
in Annex I to the Council Regulation (EU)
Ne 269/2014 of 17 March 2014 according to
Article 2(1) of the Regulation, to prohibit-
ing the direct or indirect purchase or sale of,
the direct or indirect provision of investment
services for or assistance in the issuance of, or
any other dealing with transferable securities
and money-market instruments issued after 9
March 2022 by: (a) Russia and its Government;
(b) the Russian Central Bank; or, (c¢) a legal
person, entity or body acting on behalf of, or
at the direction of, the entity referred to in point
“b”, according to the provisions of Article 1a
of the Council Decision 2014/512/CFSP of 31
July 2014. The general goal of those and other
sanctions (prohibitions or restrictions) is
understood: to weaken the economy of the Rus-
sian Federation as a direct response to the sev-
eral aggressive acts against Ukraine, starting
from the annexation of Crimea in 2014. Their
particular provisions, however, may be the sub-
ject of another comprehensive study, while we
will pay attention further only to those, which
are directly or indirectly connected to the own-
ership, transactions and operations with rights
on digital assets.

The regulatory implementation of the pro-
cess of imposing economic and financial sanc-
tions on the Russian Federation by the United
States is differing from the EU, representing
an extensive system of acts adopted at the level
of laws, the President’s executive orders, deter-
minations of the Secretary of the Treasury, sanc-
tions regulations of Treasury’s Office of Foreign
Assets Control (OFAC), and so on. Historically,
this process started with the Ukraine/Rus-
sia-related sanctions program, which was imple-
mented by the OFAC on March 6, 2014, when
the President of the United States of America,
in Executive Order (E.O.) 13660, declared
a national emergency to deal with the threat
posed by the actions and policies of certain
persons who had undermined democratic pro-
cesses and institutions in Ukraine; threat-
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ened the peace, security, stability, sovereignty,
and territorial integrity of Ukraine; and con-
tributed to the misappropriation of Ukraine’s
assets (Office of Foreign Assets Control, 2016).
One of the latest most notable taken regulative
actions was the amendment and reissuance, in
their entirety, the Ukraine-Related Sanctions
Regulations, 31 C.ER. part 589 by the OFAC,
and renaming the regulations the Ukraine/
Russia-Related Sanctions Regulations
(U.S. Department of the Treasury, 2022d). It is
stated that this administrative action replaces
the regulations that were published in abbre-
viated form on May 8, 2014 with a more com-
prehensive set of regulations that includes addi-
tional interpretive and definitional guidance,
general licenses, and other regulatory provisions
that will provide further guidance to the public
(Amendment to the Ukraine-Related Sanctions
Regulations and Associated Administrative
List Updates (U.S. Department of the Treas-
ury, 2022a)). Further on, we will concentrate on
US regulations specific to the analyzed subject
of sanctions on digital assets rights.

3. Rights on digital assets: already
imposed sanctions and possible future devel-
opment

On the EU level, the main restrictions con-
cerning digital assets and crypto-currencies are
presented in the latest so-called “fifth package”
of sanctions against the Russian Federation
(European Union, 2022¢), by adopting, inter
alia, the Council Decision (CFSP) 2022/578
of 8 April 2022 amending Decision 2014/512/
CFESP concerning restrictive measures in view
of Russia’s actions destabilising the situa-
tion in Ukraine (European Union, 2022a). In
Article 1b(2) of the main (amended) Decision
it is stated that it shall be prohibited to pro-
vide crypto-asset wallet, account or custody
services to Russian nationals or natural persons
residing in Russia, or legal persons, entities or
bodies established in Russia, if the total value
of crypto-assets of the natural or legal person,
entity or body per wallet, account or custody
provider exceeds EUR 10 000. In the paragraph
6 of the preamble to the amending Decision,
it is substantiated that, in view of the gravity
of the situation, and in response to Russia’s mil-
itary aggression against Ukraine, it is appropri-
ate to introduce further restrictive measures. In
particular, it is appropriate to extend the prohi-
bition on deposits to crypto-wallets.

It is also worth mentioning that in FAQ
(Frequently Asked Questions) section on
an official web-site of the European Commis-
sion regarding crypto-assets coverage in EU
sanctions policy on the Russian Federation as
of April 11 2022, there are two key points men-
tioned:
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1) regarding general coverage of cryp-
to-assets and in particular cryptocurrencies
by these sanctions, it is stated that in Council
Regulation (EU) Ne 269,/2014, the non-exhaus-
tive definition of “funds” covers crypto-assets,
including cryptocurrencies, and the definition
of “economic resources” may also extend to cer-
tain crypto-assets (emphasis added). As such,
crypto-assets are covered by the relevant pro-
visions on the asset freeze and prohibition to
make funds or economic resources available to
listed persons. For its part, Council Regulation
(EU) Ne 833/2014 clarifies that “transferable
securities” include crypto-assets, but it adds
“with the exception of instruments of payment”.
Summarizing, this document concludes, that all
transactions prohibited in the Regulations are
also prohibited if carried out in crypto-assets,
and all transactions allowed in the Regulations
remain allowed if carried out in crypto-assets.
In addition, crypto-assets should not be used to
circumvent any EU sanctions;

2) regarding mentioned prohibition in
Article 5b(2) of Council Regulation (EU)
Ne 833/2014 to provide crypto-asset wallet,
account or custody services to Russian nation-
als or natural persons residing in Russia, or legal
persons, entities or bodies established in Russia,
if the total value of crypto-assets of the natu-
ral or legal person, entity or body per wallet,
account or custody provider exceeds EUR 10
000, and taking into account the possibility
of enormous fluctuations of the value of cryp-
to-assets, on the issue of interpreting this pro-
hibition by the service provider, the document
lies responsibility on the latter, stating that EU
crypto-asset wallet, account or custody ser-
vices providers should therefore put in place
the appropriate safeguards and remedies to
avoid ending up servicing clients in the condi-
tions laid down by Article 5b(2). These safe-
guards and remedies should duly take into
account the fact that the value of crypto-assets
can fluctuate substantially over a short period
of time (European Union, 2022b). As of today
this provision is contained in Article 1b(2)
of the Decision 2014/512/CFSP concerning
restrictive measures in view of Russia’s actions
destabilising the situation in Ukraine as men-
tioned above. Thus, the EU’s broader approach
to interpreting the meaning of “funds”, “eco-
nomic resources” with the inclusion of any type
of crypto-assets is established, as well as laying
the obligation to prevent exceeding the allowa-
ble fiat equivalent in the crypto-wallet account,
owned by Russian entities, on service provid-
ers, which is understandable. Nonetheless, it
is seemed that present EU sanctions aren’t
comprehensive enough and do not comprise
the whole spectrum of digital assets, doing so
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only by expansive interpretation of general legal
and economic concepts, while aiming directly
only on crypto-asset wallets and connected
operations with them.

Regarding digital assets rights sanctions
aimed against Russian Federation and imposed
by the United States respective authorities,
taking into account quite branched structure
of regulatory decision making in this light, it is
practical to summarize two main approaches,
upheld by the OFAC:

1) OFAC has imposed expansive sanc-
tions actions against certain Russian entities
and individuals pursuant to E.O. 14024 (Pres-
ident of the United States, 2021), in addition to
other authorities. All U.S. persons are required
to comply with OFAC regulations, regardless
of whether a transaction is denominated in tra-
ditional fiat currency or virtual currency. Under
this provision, inter alia, U.S. persons, including
virtual currency exchanges, virtual wallet hosts,
and other service providers, such as those that
provide nested services for foreign exchanges,
are generally prohibited from engaging in or
facilitating prohibited transactions, including
virtual currency transactions in which blocked
persons have an interest (U.S. Department
of the Treasury, 2022b);

2) OFAC recently also specifically targeted
Russia’s virtual currency mining industry via
the operations of relevant Russia’s companies.
Namely, OFAC designated virtual currency
mining company Bitriver, which was founded
in Russia in 2017 and currently operates out
of three offices across Russia. In 2021, Bitriver
shifted legal ownership of its assets to a Switzer-
land-based holding company. OFAC designated
this holding company, Bitriver AG, pursuant to
E.O. 14024 for operating or having operated in
the technology sector of the Russian Federation
economy. OFAC additionally designated 10 Rus-
sia-based subsidiaries of Bitriver AG pursuant
to E.O. 14024 for being owned or controlled by,
or for having acted or purported to act for or
on behalf of, directly or indirectly, Bitriver AG:
OOO Management Company Bitriver, OOO
Bitriver Rus, OOO Everest Grup, OOO Siber-
skie Mineraly, OOO Tuvaasbest, OOO Torgovy
Dom Asbest, OOO Bitriver-B, OOO Bitriver-K,
OO0O Bitriver-North, and OOO Bitriver-Turma.
By doing so OFAC stated that the United States
is committed to ensuring that no asset, no mat-
ter how complex, becomes a mechanism for
the Putin regime to offset the impact of sanc-
tions (U.S. Department of the Treasury, 2022c¢).
It is seen that the steps taken by the US regu-
lator to counter the activities of Russian mining
companies, combined with other mechanisms
of a prohibitive nature, can, if not stop such com-
panies’ activities, but significantly reduce profits

and the possibility to attract new users, prevent
transactions wi.th the US and other Western
countries via the platforms used.

Concerning future broadening of sanctions
regime on digital assets rights, connected one
way or another with the Russian Federation,
there are several key aspects that are worth
mentioning. As the starting point, relevant
additions can be made in recommendations,
proposed by the international working group
on sanctions on Russia (also known as the Yer-
mak-McFaul expert group), which has already
prepared two documents: the Action Plan on
Strengthening Sanctions against the Russian
Federation on April 19 (The International
Working Group on Russian Sanctions, 2022),
and The Energy Sanctions Roadmap: Recom-
mendations on Sanctions on the Russian Fed-
eration on May 10 (Office of the President
of Ukraine, 2022). Although the first document
does not specifically mention crypto-currencies
and other digital assets and the second one is
not available for the public yet, the Action Plan
contains several usages of the term “assets”,
which may be seen in a broad sense, both in
the Title 5, dedicated to strengthening of indi-
vidual sanctions against designated categories
of individuals: 1) it is recommended to sanc-
tion all family members of persons connected
to the Russian government who hold the assets
of individuals in category I, with a focus on rel-
atives of the President, including all his chil-
dren and their mothers, as well as other senior
political personalities (emphasis added); 2) to
consider, in close consultation with the Govern-
ment of Ukraine, sanctions relief to individuals
in the above categories who publicly and cred-
ibly denounce Putin’s war, stop all business
operations in Russia that help to finance
the war, agree to assist financially in Ukraine’s
reconstruction, and help identify hidden assets
of those sanctioned (emphasis added).

In this regard it is advisable to include on
practice and in future regulations in the scope
of the concept of “assets” used in the Action
Plan, especially those that are hidden, also vir-
tual currencies, other digital values and assets.
Moreover, takingintoaccount thelegal and tech-
nological nature of digital assets, their “elusive-
ness” from regulative monitoring and control,
it is considered necessary to develop additional
recommendations (roadmap, action plan etc.),
adapted specifically to the imposition of sanc-
tions on digital assets, taking into account
the peculiarities of the legal regulation of their
circulation, in particular in the United States
and the European Union. Particular attention
should be paid to the classification of digital
assets, ways to establish the owners of rights to
them, to the minimization of the risks of avoid-
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ing sanctions against “traditional” rights by
their digitalization, to the optimization of coor-
dination in this area between different Western
legal orders, which as of today have quite dif-
ferent legal approaches in this respective area.
Additional efforts should be made to strengthen
the sanctions policy against Russian cryptocur-
rency exchanges, companies and the technical
capabilities of legal entities and individuals
related to the Russian Federation to mine cryp-
tocurrencies, to make transactions to circum-
vent sanctions using digital assets.

4. Conclusions

Summarizing, we must acknowledge
that despite different regulatory mechanisms
adopted in the US and the EU, there is a gradual
inclusion of digital assets and rights to them in
the scope of sanctioned property rights related
to the Russian Federation in Western sanctions.
The main feature of this regime today is aiming
to restrict Russian legal entities and individuals
from accessing and making transactions with
digital assets, opening e-wallets and mining
cryptocurrency.

Regarding the further improvement
of the sanctions regime on the rights to digital

assets of persons related to the Russian Federa-
tion, we see three key theses: practical and reg-
ulatory inclusion of digital assets in the scope
of the general concept of assets used, taking
into account that such assets are generally “hid-
den”; developing additional recommendations
(roadmap, action plan etc.), adapted specifi-
cally to the imposition of sanctions on digital
assets, considering the peculiarities of the legal
regulation of their circulation, in particular in
the United States and the European Union.
Particular attention should be paid to the clas-
sification of digital assets, ways to establish
the owners of rights to them, to the minimiza-
tion of the risks of avoiding sanctions against
“traditional” rights by their digitalization, to
the optimization of coordination in this area
between different Western legal orders, which
currently have quite different legal approaches
in this respective area; strengthening the sanc-
tions policy against Russian cryptocurrency
exchanges, companies and the technical capa-
bilities of legal entities and individuals related
to the Russian Federation to mine cryptocur-
rencies and make calculations to circumvent
sanctions using digital assets.
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ITPABA HA TU®POBI AKTUBN Y CBITJII CAHKIII 3AXIJTHUX KPATH
IMPOTU POCIMCbKROI ®EJEPAIII

Anorais. Memoro cmammi € IpoBeJieHHsI HAYKOBOTO aHAJI3Y CAHKIIIHHOI MOJITHKY JIepiKaB 3axoity
nporu Pociiicbkoi Demepalii moa0 puHKy HudPOBUX aKTUBIB, BIJILHOTO 06Iry KPUNTOBAIIOT 32 Y4aCTIO
poCilichKuX puarnyHuX i Gisnunux ocib, ix MacuTaby Ta MOTeHIiHHOI eheKTUBHOCTI.

Memoou docnidscenns. J[lociikertst 6a3yeTbest Ha 3arajibHOHAYKOBUX 1 CIIENIAIbHIX METO/IAX Hay-
KOBOTO Ili3HaHHS, a CaMe Ha METO/IaX aHaJli3y Ta CHHTE3Y, IPOrHO3YBAHHS Ta MOJIETIOBAHHS.

Pe3ynvmamu. Y ctaTTi aBTOP Ha/[a€ KOMIIJIEKCHY XapaKTepPUCTHKY CYyYaCHUX PETyJISTHBHUX ITi/IX0-
IiB, NPUIHATUX Y 3aXifiHuX Kpainax, a came CIIIA ta pep:xaBax €Bpomneiicbkoro Coio3y, o0 npaB Ha
1pOBi AKTUBY B 3aTaJIbHUX MeKaX CaHKIiHOT mositnky npotu Pociiicbkoi Desepartii sik peakirii Ha ii
HACHJIBHUIIBKY I HECITPOBOKOBAHY BiICBKOBY arpecifo mpotu Ykpainu. Takok TIPOIOHYIOThCS peKOMEH-
Jallii 1010 MOCHIIEHHS CAHKIIIHOTO PeXXUMY ISt alanTallil 10 0coBIMBOCTel PaBOBOi MPUPOAH IEdPO-
BUX aKTHBIB, IX BAKOPUCTAHHSI SIK 3200y 00X0/1y 3aXiHUX CAHKIIii.

Bucnosexu. BinGyBaerbcst IOCTYIOBE BKJIIOUEHHS 1[M(MPOBUX AKTUBIB Ta IPaB Ha HUX y cdepy mia-
CaHKIIHUX 00’€KTiB MpaBa BJIAaCHOCTI, OB’st3aHuX i3 Pociiicbkoio Megepanicio B 3axifHUX CAHKIIIAX,
HE3Ba)KAI0UM Ha Pi3Hi MeXaHi3MU peryJoBaHHs. [0J0OBHUM Ha ChOTOIHI € 0OMEKEHHS POCIiCbKIM I0pH-
JIMYHUM i (BI3UTHUM 0cOOaM JOCTYITY Ta MOJKJIMBOCTI 3{ICHEHHSI OTepallill i3 M POBUME aKTUBAMH, Bijl-
KPUTTS eJIEKTPOHHMX raMaHIliB Ta MalHUHTY KpurrtoBamioTi. 11010 mogasbmoro BIOCKOHAIEHHS PEKM-
My CaHKIIiil CTOCOBHO IpaB Ha HKu(POBI akTHBK 0Cib, 0B’ 13aHuX i3 Pociiicbkoio Dexepariiero, Mu 6aurmo
TPH KJTIOYOBi HanpsiMu: 1) TIpakTHyHe i HOpMaTUBHE BKIIOUEHHS IIM(POBUX aKTUBIB Y cepy 3arajbHOTO
BUKOPUCTOBYBAHOTO MOHSATTS aKTUBIB 3 YPaxyBaHHSM TOTO, 1[0 TaKi aKTHBH, SK IIPABUJIO, € <IIPUXOBA-
HUMU>; 2) po3pobJIeHHs J0AaTKOBKMX PeKOMeHIalii (J0pOoKHbOI KapTH, IIaHY i TOIIO), aJallTOBAaHUX
CTIEIiaIbHO 10 BBEJIEHHST CAHKIII 110710 TIH(POBUX aKTHBIB 3 yPaxyBaHHSIM OCOOJHMBOCTEN TTPABOBOTO
peryoBanHs ix 06iry, sokpema, y CIIIA ta €spomneiicbkomy Coio3i (0cOOMMBY yBary BapTo IPUIIIATI
kiaacuikamii (uppoBUX aKTUBIB, criocobam BCTAHOBJIEHHS BJACHUKIB 1IpaB Ha HUX, MiHiMizamil pusu-
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KiB YHUKHEHHS CAHKIiN IPOTH «TPAIUIIIHIX> MPaB NIIAXOM iX 1udpoBsisaltii, onTumisaiii Koop/mHa-
1ii B 11iit cepi MixK Pi3HUMU 3aXiZAHIMU IPABONIOPS/IKAMH, SIKi Ha CbOTOJHI MAIOTD JIOCUTD Pi3Hi IPaBOBi
miaxoau y BiAnosizHiit cdepi); 3) mocHIeHHS CAHKIIIHHOT HOMITUKY OO POCIICHKUX KPUITOBATIOTHUX
6ipK, KOMIaHiil Ta TeXHIYHUX MOXKJIMBOCTEH IOPUAMYHKX 1 (ismdHuxX ocib, mos’asanux i3 Pociiichkoio
Degepalticio, MO0 MATHUHTY KPUITTOBAIIOT [UIsT IPOBEIEHHST PO3PAXYHKIB JIJIst 00XO0/Y CAHKIIiiT 3a /10110~
MOTOI0 TU(DPOBUX AKTUBIB.

KmouoBi cioBa: ekoHOMiuHI caHKIIi, pociiicbko-yKpaiHcbKa BiiiHa, npoBuil akTB, BipTyaibHa
BAJTIOTa, KPUTITOAKTHB, I0PUANYHI Ta (hizudni ocobn, mo € pesugentamu Pociticbkoi Demepartii.
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