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USAID Grant No. TA-MOU-98-CA17-011 12 Oct. 2001
“Farm restructuring and land and water reform in Turkmenistan”

Scientific Report for the period 1/9/2000-30/8/2001

By Zvi Lerman

Department of Agricultural Economics and Management
The Hebrew University of Jerusalem, Rehovot, Israel

The project is currently in its second year. The cooperation with the principal investigator
and the project team in Turkmenistan is proceeding smoothly. There is a regular
exchange of e-mail messages, reinforced, when necessary, by fax and phone calls. Dr.
Ivan Stanchin, the Turkmen principal investigator, visited Israel in March 2001. The visit
provided an opportunity for a thorough discussion of various scientific aspects associated
with the analysis of the private farmers survey (carried out in 2000) and for the design of
the leaseholders survey (recently completed). In addition, Dr. Stanchin met with members
of the Department of Agricultural Economics and Management in Rehovot to discuss
issues of common interest relating to land and water policies. He was also interviewed in
Rehovot by Mr. Stanley Chan from Washington as part of USAID audit and evaluation
procedures. Dr. Stanchin met with the staff at the R&D Authority (Ms. E. Slater and Ms.
T. Atlas) to discuss and clarify various administrative procedure. In view of the practical
and scientific success of Dr. Stanchin’s visit, another visit by one of the Turkimen team
members is planned for October 2001.

The main accomplishment of the second-year phase of the project in Turkmenistan is the
implementation and completion of a survey of leaseholders operating within the existing
collectivist framework (in large farm associations). The survey covered 1,100
respondents in 110 farm associations in all five provinces. The sample comprised 20% of
farm associations in Turkmenistan, and it was selected by general random-sampling
principles. As in the previous survey of private farmers, the survey instruments were
developed by a panel of local experts in consultation with the Israeli principal
investigator. The survey and the questionnaires received the approval of the authorities in
Turkmenistan before the implementation.

The survey fieldwork has been completed and the questionnaires are now being
processed in Ashgabat. The data are being cleaned and a computer database is being
created. As with the private farmers survey, the analysis will be carried out concurrently
in Turkmenistan and in Israel.

Following the completion of the survey of private farmers last year, the Turkmen team
prepared a preliminary analysis of the survey database. The analytical report (in Russian)
was received in January 2001 and can be prov1ded on request (50 pages). A more detailed
analysis of the private farmers database is now m process in Israel under the supervision
of the Israeli principal investigator. -

As noted in last year’s scientific report, the Israeh team is also analyzing a set of 40
financial reports of large farm associations (collective farms) in Turkmenistan. The



Turkmen team has recently managed to collect the latest financial reports of these farm
associations, and the financial database, once completed, will cover the period 1997-
2000. These data will enabie us analyze over time the financial performance and the
production efficiency of a group of farm associations currently operating under new
leasehold arrangements with their members. Preliminary results have already been
obtained for the 1997 data year.

A background report on legal, institutional, and economic aspects of the ongoing
transformation in Turkmen agriculture is attached as Annex 1. It is largely based on the
Russian-language report prepared by a group of experts, scholars, and agricuitural policy
makers in Turkmenistan (submitted in January 2001). Annex 2 is the English translation
of the table of contents of the Russian-language report. The full report in Russian (90
pages) is available on request from the Israeli principal investigator. Annexes 3 and 4
provide the survey instruments used respectively in the private farmers survey (2000) and
the leaseholders survey (2001). The survey instruments are.in Russian, as no English
version exists at this time.
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1. Agricultural Performance and Policies in the Context of Land
Reform in Turkmenistan -

Turkmenistan is a predominantly desert country in which climatic factors limit the
agricultural potential. Land area and sunshine are abundant, but water is scarce. Almost 80% of
the country is extensively grazed desert pasture. Cropped area is virtually all irrigated, and
comprises only 3.6% of land area. The endowment of irrigated crop land is less than one hectare
per rural person. This is similar to the per-capita endowment of crop land in Armenia,
Azerbaijan, and Moldova, with one substantial difference: all these are countries with a relatively
high population density, while the population density in Turkmenistan turns out to be high only
when calculated per unit of irrigated land, and not all agricultural land.

Despite climatic limitations, agriculture is an important sector in the Turkmen economy.
Turkmenistan’s rich reserves of oil and gas offer potential for substantial growth from sectors
other than agricuiture. However, this potential has not been realized due to large capital
investment requirements, as well as difficulties with logistics, market access, and low
international energy prices. Agriculture therefore remains at present an important source of
employment and export eamings; in 1998 about one quarter of export revenues derived from
cotton. Over half of the population is rural, and just less than one half of the labor force is
employed in primary agriculture. Yet agricuiture contributes only about one quarter of GDP,
suggesting that labor employed in agriculture is significantly less productive than in other
sectors. However, national accounts are very approximate, and agriculture’s share may be
underestimated.

With the country’s high ratios of labor to land, abundant solar radiation, and dependence
on irrigation under conditions of water scarcity, economic logic suggests that the sector should
specialize in labor intensive products with high yields and high value per hectare. The actual
pattern of production, in contrast, emphasizes low yielding and low value products. Just under
half of the planted area (45%) is devoted to grains. By international standards, grains offer
refatively low value per hectare, particularly at the yield Jevels observed in Turkmenistan.
Another 38% of the planted area is devoted to cofton, a higher value crop, but cotton area is
down from 49% of the planted area in 1991. Horticultural products can offer higher value per
hectare than grains or cotton, and prior to independence Turkmenistan was a major producer and
exporter of fruits and vegetables for more northerly regions of the USSR. Production and trade
in these products declined markedly in the 1990s with the dissolution of the USSR, and has not
recovered.

~ Crop yields show high variability despite the prevalence of irrigation. Although the
variability masks trends, yields appear to be low and declining, particularly since 1995. The
1998 wheat harvest was a welcome exception to recent low yields, but much of the improvement
is attributable to unusually favorable rains. The 1998 wheat yields, although higher than the
prior two years, were still low by international standards for irrigated wheat, and may be difficult
to sustain in future years with more normal weather patterns. With low yields and increased area
devoted to low value crops, the evolution of Turkmen agriculture is at odds with longer-term



frends that could increase rural well-being. In addition, present agricultural practices are
contributing to depletion of soil and water resources, and may undermine the natural resource
base for agricultural production in the future.

Poor performance of agriculture raises important questions regarding the prospects for
longer-term growth in Turkmenistan. The outlook for agriculture and for the rural sector more
generally depends to an important degree on reforms in land tenure and related decisions
regarding agricultural policy. Since 1991, the government has made a number of changes in
agricultural policy. Major objectives of agricultural policy have been to achieve self-sufficiency
in grains, earn foreign exchange through continued export of cotton, and provide resources to
other sectors for investment in public buildings, infrastructure, and industry. These muitiple
roles and ambitious goals for the agricultural sector were expected in 1991 to be temporary, since
high and early earnings from the energy sector were anticipated.

Earnings from the energy sector did not materialize as expected, and agricultural policies
adopted soon after independence became a longer-term framework for the sector. Under these
policies, agriculture experienced a gradual decline in performance until 1996, when output
dropped precipitously for a number of reasons. Adjustments in policy and adoption of new
programs followed after 1996.

Recent developments in the economy as a whole, in particular low revenues from gas
exports and delayed growth in industry and services, imply that agriculture will remain more
important for the foreseeable future than was expected during the optimistic period immediately
after independence. Indeed, the latest strategy for socio-economic development of Turkmenistan
to year 2010, adopted in December 1999, projects that agriculture will maintain its share of GDP
at around 25% at least to year 2004. The efficiency of resource use in agriculture and the impact
of policy on sectoral performance is therefore of heightened importance as agriculture’s share of
the economy remains relatively high.

The Macroeconomic Envirorment for Agriculture

Changes in Turkmenistan’s agricultural sector reflect an approach to reform marked by
gradualism, guided by administrative authority, and punctuated by tummover in personnel. As a
consequence of the gradualist approach, the degree of administrative contrcl over the sector
remains high and retains key elements of central planning, such as administered prices and
production quotas, Under present policies a substantial flow of resources is extracted from
agriculture, as argued below in this report. The present position of agriculture as a net
contributor to the rest of the economy is in contrast to the situation in the late Soviet period,
when agriculture was a net recipient of resources through investments in land reclamation and
irrigation, input subsidies, and subsidized credit, the overall impact of which exceeded the
implicit taxation of state orders.

In the early years after independence in 1991, Turkmen authorities expected to benefit
from an improvement in terms of trade, as energy exports sold for higher prices on international
markets than they had under barter terms of trade in the Soviet system. Although formal terms
of trade for energy were more advaniageous in international markets, Turkmenistan could not
access the more lucrative sales because the gas pipelines linked them with partners within the



former Soviet trading space. With cotton, the situation was reversed. The barter terms of trade
for cotton were less advantageous on international markets than they had been in the Soviet
system, but cotton could be redirected easily to international buyers who paid cash in hard
currency. The switch from ruble trade to dollar trade more than compensated for a decline in the
formal relative price of cotton. The country thus entered into independence confident of high
economic growth based on exports of energy and cotton. Difficulties related to payments for
energy exports were expected to be transitory. The Turkmen manat was introduced in November
1993 at an initial exchange rate of 2 manat to the US dollar.

Between 1993 and 1995 the outlook dimmed. Real GDP declined by approximately 40%
and inflation averaged 1,500% annually. The economy’s decline was slow for a period in 1995
and early 1996, but then accelerated, spurred by the disastrous harvest of 1996 and sharply lower
payments for gas exports. For example, exports of gas fell from approximately 80 billion cubic
meters in 1990 to 6.5 billion in 1997. The economy declined by 25% in 1997 alone, and then
made a partial recovery in 1998, due largely to a better harvest. Even with the recovery,
however, aggregate real GDP remains below that of 1996.

Despite the severe shrinkage of the economy between 1991 and 1998, the government
has maintained a major program of public investment, financed largely by foreign borrowing,
and to a lesser extent by redistribution of earnings from the agricultural sector. This included
constructing new public buildings in Ashgabat, grain storage and milling facilities, a new airport,
and modem hotels.

The large amount of foreign borrowing has led to substantial obligations for debt service,
and the continuation of the construction program despite the worsening economy places a high
burden on agriculture. Direct and indirect taxes on cotton sales and exports accounted for about
9% of budgetary revenues in 1998. This amount is considerably less than the share of the energy
sector, at 31% of revenues. A 9% share of budgetary revenues from agriculture may not appear
high if the sector in fact contributes about 25% of GDP. Indeed, as noted below, agriculture is
exempt from a number of taxes operative for other sectors, such as the value added tax and the
profit tax. However, virtually all of the direct tax on agriculture comes from the cotton sector.
Moreover, the budgetary revenues from cotton do not reflect the full burden of taxation on
agriculture. Taxes on wheat are implicit, and flow directly to consumers through low bread
prices without showing in the budget. Thus the aggregate tax burden for agriculture is higher
than the government’s explicit share reflected in the budget.

The appropriate level and mechanisms for taxation of agriculture could be the subject of a
separate and detailed discussion. As a general principle, the overall level of taxation should be
adequate to keep the budget deficit within bounds, the tax rate should be roughly equal across
sectors to avoid swings in investment flows, and the instruments of taxation should be roughly
neutral in the impact on producers’ decisions about choice of activities and technology. Taxation
of cotton and wheat in Turkmenistan deviates from these general principles. The state purchases
wheat under state order prices below international prices, and then passes the benefit to
consumers.

The tax burden and the instrtuments for extracting tax (production and marketing orders)
reduce efficiency and earnings of agriculture. Yet with public finance in a perilous state and the



budget deficit increasing, reducing the tax on cotton and wheat would require either alternative
sources of revenue or substantial cuts in public expenditure. Without either of these measures, a
cut in the cotton tax would be inflationary. Inflation hovered around 20% annually in 1997 and
early 1998 after a decline from triple digits in 1996, but the monetary expansion in late 1998
could push it higher in 1999. Agricultural producers are locked into production quotas and fixed
administered prices for inputs and output, and can do little to protect them if inflation
accelerates. Renewed inflation would therefore harm most agricultural producers. They would
gain little if the government eased the tax burden on cotton but at the same time fueled inflation.
Reduced taxation of cotton would and will require a reassessment of the govemment’s
expenditure and investment programs that has not been undertaken to date. As a consequence
mandatory production and marketing of cotton and wheat remains a major instrument of public
finance.

The dual commitment to gradual economic reform and high rates of public investment
has created tension in the economy throughout the peried of independence. High rates of public
investment necessitate high growth rates to generate revenues and borrowing capacity. Gradual
reform brings slow, or in this case, negative growth. The tension has been resolved in part
through increased foreign borrowing, and in part through retention of the state order system as a
mechanism for taxation of agriculture.

Although public investment is high, investment in essential public goods and services for
agriculture is low. Basic maintenance of the imrigation system, investments in agricultural
science, and extension activities have been cut back severely. Public investments related to
agriculture have been largely to support the government grain program, and have included grain
milling capacity, and importation of combines for harvesting. The policies and programs pursued
in the 1990s have thus resulted in significant net depreciation of the capital stock in primary
production and water management. Private investment in agriculture is low now because
earnings are low, and is limited to the household plot, since this is the land for which families
have greatest confidence in security of tenure. To the extent that rural households have resources
to invest, they concentrate on household plots and housing. One of the potential advantages of
transferring agricultural land to private ownership is that land reform serves as a stimulus to
private investment in rural areas, as households invest to improve and utilize their enlarged
iandholdings.

Depreciation of the capital stock occurs in parallel with degradation of land and water
quality, due to increased soil salinity, lower quality of water, and more erratic timing of delivery.
These trends bode ill for the sector and the economy as a whole. Risks of severe revenue shock
like that deriving from the harvest failure of 1996 increase as the resource base deteriorates and
the capital stock ages. Yet with higher debt service requirements, the need for revenue rises.
Improved wheat yields in 1998 provided some breathing space. Paradoxically, the larger than
expected harvest also created difficulties in public finance, since the government had not
budgeted adequate resources to procure the large crop. Emission of an extraordinary tranche of
centralized credit was needed to finance the larger-than-expected procurement.



Sectoral Performance Since Independence

Overall, Turkmen agriculture has declined about 40% since 1990, as reported to FAQ and
to the CIS statistical agency. The reported decline was modest until 1996, when a severe drop in
the cotton and wheat crops pushed the sectoral total down dramatically. The decline in
Turkmenistan has been roughly equal to that in Kazakhstan and the Kyrgyz Republic, although
in the latter growth has resumed from a low point in 1995. Output in neighboring Tajikistan has
dropped even more, largely due to eruption of civil strife. Reported output in Uzbekistan has
fallen less, about 20% over the same period, although statistical reporting on the rural sector in
both countries is imprecise.

Approximately 60% of the value of Turkmen agriculture derives from the crop sector.
Cotton is the most important crop, followed by wheat. Preliminary reports indicate that 1998
was a favorable year for production of wheat, and a less favorable year for cotton. Neighboring
countries within the region also report good crops of wheat, suggesting that weather conditions
have contributed to higher yields of grain in 1998. Wheat production was reported at 1.2 million
tons that year, the largest harvest to date. The cotton crop was reported to be about 700,000 tons.
This is higher than the exceptionally low crop of 1996 (435,000 tons) and that of 1997 (about
600,000 tons), but it is only about half the level of cotton production reported in the early 1990s.

Table 1.1. Area Sown te Main Crops in Turkmenistan: 19%0-1997 (thousand hectare)

Year Cotton Grain Vegetables and Feed crops Total
melons cropped
1990 623 187 31 338 1,231
1991 602 240 69 322 1,235
1992 567 335 60 291 1,255
1993 579 435 43 266 1,324
1994 557 598 58 248 1,461
1995 563 657 47 220 1,494
1996 530 628 44 194 1,405
1997 482 573 35 168 1,266
1998 548 705 32 94 1,387

Table 1.2. Cotton and Grain: Production and Yields for 1991-1998

Year Production, thousand ton Yield, ton/hectare
Cotton (raw) | Grain Coton(raw) |  Grain
1991 1,433 517 238 2.15
1992 1,300 737 229 2.17
1993 1,341 974 232 220
1994 1,283 1,106 2.30 1.83
1995 1,294 1,109 2.30 1.68
1596 ' 435 556 0.82 0.88
1997 635 760 1.32 1.33
1998 705 1,290 1.29 1.83




Within the overall decline in output, the relative importance of various crops has changed
substantially. An analysis of the area, production, and yields of key subsectors since 1991
reveals several results (Tables 1.1, 1.2). Total planted area increased about 15% up to 1997 and
then dropped back. Over this same period yields declined, suggesting that strong political
pressures to expand area could not be sustained and could not be achieved with improved yields.
Cotton area declined modestly (by about 11%). Yields remained roughly constant until 1996,
when they dropped to about one third of prior levels, then recovered to about half of the earlier
yield per hectare.

Among the highest priorities of government policy has been increased domestic
production of food grain, with the objective to achieve full self-sufficiency in wheat. This policy
represents a sharp break from agricultural policy of the Soviet period, when Turkmenistan was
required to specialize in production of cotton, and to a lesser extent, horticultural products for the
all-union market. With the autonomy in policy making achieved under independence, the
government moved rapidly to increase area under wheat at the expense of area devoted to cotton,
horticultural products, and feed crops. The main instrument for achieving this objective was
mandatory state orders requiring producers to substitute wheat for other crops, supplemented by
administrative provision of inputs. The impact of the grain program can be seen in the shifts in
planted area shown in Table 1.1. The expansion of wheat area has come largely at the expense
of feed crops, melons and vegetables, and, to a lesser extent, cotton. Wheat vields declined as
area expanded, with a significant drop in 1995 and 1996 and partial recovery thereafter.

Table 1.3. Livestock Subsector: Herd and Production in 1991-1997

Catile, Sheep and goats, | Meat, thousand ton | Milk, Milk vield, kg per
thousand head | thousand head (staughter weight) thousand ton COW per year

1991 899 5,599 100 458 L443

1992 1,004 6,265 93 471 1,306

1993 1,104 6,313 110 711 1,712

1994 1,181 6,503 107 716 1,499

1993 1,199 6,574 110 727 1,282

1996 1,155 6,138 i1 755 1,291

1997 1,128 5,957 110 755 g10

1998 1,438 6,386 129 766 707

Reported animal numbers increased (Table 1.3), even though the feed base declined as
area under feed crops fell and imports of concentrate feed were cut back. Most of the increase in
livestock numbers took place in the household sector. The accuracy of statistical reporting on
livestock may have declined with the increase in production in the household sector, not all of
which is officially recorded. Some of this increase is conjectural, and ‘the reported increase is
contrary to trends in neighboring countries. For example, under pressures of reduced domestic
demand for meat and higher relative prices for feed, livestock numbers in neighboring Central
Asian countries experiencing similar economic pressures have declined substantially.



Households in Turkmenistan do not in general have increased access to feed to match the
reported increased herd size. The farm-enterprise sector, with its declining animal numbers,
retains disproportionate access to feed supply. The deteriorating feed base probably explains
much of the reported decline in productivity per animal in production of meat and milk. Since
1991, reported milk yields per cow have declined from the low starting point of 1,443 kg per
cow annually to 1,383 kg per cow. The transfer of large numbers of animals without
commensurate increase in access to feed has reduced animal productivity, and correspondingly
raised costs of production of meat and milk.

Households may have unrecorded sources of feed, and/or production data for meat and
milk may be overestimated due to the difficulty of recording production in the househoid sector.
If animal numbers are as large as recorded, feed as scarce as indicated, and most animals held in
the household sector, environmental problems associated with overgrazing in rural settlements
are likely to be severe and worsening.

Stage Procurement of Wheat and Cotton

The government retains state orders for wheat and cotton at levels exceeding recently
observed production. Since wheat and cotton account for about 90% of planted area, activity in
the crop sector at present is almost as fully administered as it was under the Soviet system. Under
the Soviet system, only the approximately 2% of land in the household garden sector was exempt
from state production and marketing orders. At present approximately 10% of land appears to be
unencumbered by state orders. The state orders target for wheat in 1998 was 1.2 million tons,
and for cotton 1.3 million tons. Wheat production is reported to have been at or near the target.
In recent years the state has procured about 85% of the wheat crop and virtually all cotton.
Cotton production in 1998 was about half of the state order target.

The state sets procurement prices for wheat and cotton. Prices in 1998 remained at the
same nominal levels as in 1997, at 400,000 manat per ton for wheat and 1,000,000 manat per ton
of medium staple raw cotton (1.5 million manat for long staple cotton). Between 1997 and 1998
the official exchange rate depreciated about 25%, from 4,165 manat/3 to 5,200 manat/$. In the
- third and fourth quarter of 1998 the manat is estimated to have depreciated unofficially a further
50% to 8,000 manat/$. By March of 1999, when producers still depend on earnings and prices
from the 1998 marketing year, the unofficial value of the manat had fallen to 17,000 manat/S.
The producer price for wheat in 1998 is thus approximately $50 per ton at the end-year curb
~ exchange rate, and half of that at the March rate. The cotton price was approximately $190 per
ton (for raw cotton at the farm gate) in fourth quarter 1998 manat, and half that level in March
1999. A farm-level price of $190 per ton corresponds to approximately $570 fiber equivalent.
The export price for cotton fiber f0.b. at the Turkmen border is approximately $1,550 per ton.

Tmplicit Taxation of Cotton and Wheat Producers

The low procurement prices for cotton and wheat implies that producers of these products
are subject to high implicit taxation. Producers are implicitly taxed when they are required to
sell products to the state for less than they could receive if they sold directly to international
traders active in global markets. The direction and magnitude of implicit taxation of the sector
as a whole and of particular commodities is important when agriculture is undergoing major



structural change, as, for example, through land reform. Structural change often implies
investment on the part of individuals who are beneficiaries of the programs of reform. Patterns
of pricing and profitability will influence the magnitude and distribution of investment. If
taxation is very high or if profitability is depressed for other reasons, participants in reform
programs may withdraw or fail to fulfill obligations incurred under the programs. Distortions
and high rates of implicit taxation, therefore, can make otherwise promising reforms fail to
deliver expected benefits.

The question of whether agricultural producers are paying high implicit taxes is directly
relevant to the issues of land reform addressed in this report. In other countries of the former
Soviet Union, particularly Russia and Ukraine, producers have been given the legal right to
assume ownership of land and to establish new productive enterprises. Few have taken
advantage of the opportunity, in part because with poorly developed markets and low prices, the
value of land transferred through the reform programs is low. In contrast, when land reforms
began in China in 1978; producer prices rose in real terms and implicit taxation of agriculture
declined. Households moved rapidly to claim land under the household responsibility system
because the land had real value under the new economic conditions. In Turkmenistan, as in
Russia and in China, the response of rural people to opportunities created under land reform
programs will depend on whether the associated reforms in pricing and marketing are undertaken
simultaneously. Reforms that increase the value of land, such as changes in marketing rules, can
be expected to accelerate land reform.

The beneficiaries of these taxation policies are a diverse group. In particular, bread
consumers benefit from low wheat prices, because they are able to buy bread and flour for
reduced prices. Since over half of the population is rural, and many of these people are both
producers and consumers of bread, many rural people sell wheat to the state and later buy it back
in the form of low priced flour or bread. These transactions are not efficient, and simply impose
costs through excess marketing and waste. Flour consumers who do not grow wheat benefit
from the low prices, although they are likely to meet the problems that are well known and
associated with bread subsidies; for example, lines, erratic deliveries, and shortages.

The beneficiaries of low cofton prices are more difficult to identify. The difference
between the low domestic cotton price and the international trading price is divided between the
cotton marketing agency, the state budget, and the Agricultural Development Fund in
proportions that are not transparently displayed. The Agricultural Development Fund was
founded in April 1996 to manage centralized investment and repayment of foreign obligations
associated with the agricultural sector. The Agricultural Development Fund inherited debts
incurred since 1991 on behaif of the Ministry of Agriculture for purchases of equipment for the
grain program and also for other projects not necessarily connected to agriculture, such as
construction of the Ak-Altyn hotel. The revenues and expenditures of the Agricultural
Development Fund are displayed in aggregate in the 1998 budget, and this allows somewhat
greater transparency than in the past, although disaggregated accounts of expenditures under the
Fund are not yet public.

A portion of the difference between farm gate and export price covers processing and
handling costs of the cotton marketing agency. In the cotton industry in the United States, where
processors and handlers are subject to competitive pressures, processing and transport margins



absorb approximately ten cents per pound, or $220 per metric ton. Producers in a competitive
industry also receive the monetary value of processing byproducts, such as oil and oilcake.
Where processors have monopsony power, processing margins tend to be higher because
competitive pressures are not exerted to bring them down. Producer prices are correspondingly
depressed. In Turkmenistan the cotton marketing agency is not subject to competitive pressures,
and thus could be expected to charge relatively high margins. At the same time, the marketing
agency provides services, such as extension advice and provision of some agricultural input, that
are not provided by cotton ginning and processing firms eisewhere. A full accounting of the
marketing and processing margins of the cotton agency has not been made public.

The residual price difference between the low payments to farmers, margins retained by
processors, and the export price of approximatety $1,550 per ton is divided between the budget
and the Agricultural Development Fund. In the 1998 budget, the direct budgetary revenues from
sales of cotton were projected to be 199 billion manat, and another 355 billion manat were
projected to accrue to the Agricultural Development Fund from export sales of cotton. Yet
according to the calculations shown below, the difference between the value of the cotton crop at
the farm level in domestic procurement prices and in international trading prices converted at the
end of year exchange rate is approximately twice the amount projected for budgetary revenues
from cotton and for the Fund.

Part of the difference is explained by the movement in the exchange rate during 1998, but
even at the prior year’s exchange rate, the price difference exceeds the projected revenues to the
budget and the Agricultural Development Fund. Some or all of this difference is likely to be
absorbed by the margins of the cofton processing and marketing agency. With greater
transparency of accounting and clarity on how cotton revenues are distributed, producers would
be in a better position to lobby for retention of a higher share of export eamings, and thus would
have higher retained earnings to invest in improved productivity.

The Agricultural Development Fund manages the debt repayment obligations of the
Ministry, and also is responsible for financing subsidies for current inputs, such as fertilizer. For
1998 revenues into the Fund were budgeted at 419 billion manat (approximately $80 million at
" the end year official exchange rate), of which 85% were to derive from cotton exports.
Expenditures under the Fund were also budgeted at 419 billion manat in 1998 for agriculture and
602 billion manat in aggregate. At this level of revenue and expenditure, the Agricultural
Development Fund in 1998 would have accounted for approximately 10% of budgetary
expenditures, or about 3% of GDP. Although the 410 billion manat of expenditure is not broken
down by category, it presumably includes both input subsidies for the 1998 crop year and debt
repayment for agricultural investment in the past. The aggregate expenditure figure may include
operating costs of the Fund and debt service for non-agricultural obligations.

Producers of wheat and cotton under state order contracts are entitled to receive a 50%
subsidy on purchases of fertilizer, chemicals, fuel, transport, machinery services, and other
purchased inputs. Producers also receive a 30% advance payment on contracts for cotton and
wheat, with the remainder payable upon delivery.” In principle, both the 50% subsidy and the
30% interest free loan represent subsidies to producers of cotton and wheat to offset the implicit
taxation of low producer prices. In practice the quantitative flows are difficult to measure, since
producers do not necessarily pay for inputs at the time of delivery, or recetve payment for output
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‘upon delivery.  Administrative commands still have greater weight than market signals and
payments. Transactions mediated through markets have little impact in these sub-sectors.

Data needed to calculate inter-sectoral flows through subsidies and implicit taxation are
incomplete, but estimated calculations suggest that agriculture is subject to severe implicit net
taxation (Table 1.4). The impact of state order prices appears to be very large by international
. standards. Nominal rates of protection for cotton and wheat appear fo be about equal. The rate in
1996 was very high, at approximately —70% for each commodity, implying that seventy percent of
the value of the commodities on international markets was redistributed to the budget and to other
uses. The official exchange rate did not change much in 1997, but procurement prices for both
cotton and wheat increased significantly, resulting in a drop in nominal protection rates to about
—45%. 1In 1998 the rate of taxation increased again, to approximately —65%, as nominal prices
remained fixed, but the exchange rate depreciated. The volume as well as the rate of tax increased in
1998, since the wheat crop was so much larger than in the prior year.

Table 1.4. Redistribution of Cotton and Wheat Revenues Betwéen Producers and State Budget

Cotton Wheat
1996 1997 | 1998 1996 1997 | 1998
Production, thou. ton 435 632 700 536 760 1,200
2 Value of output in domestic 195,750 632,000 700,000 159,920 346,000 388,000
prices, M manat
3 Value of output at 765,160 765,160 2,030,000 529,520 613,240 1,358,100
international prices, M manat*
4  Nominal protection rate # —74% -44% —65% -70% —44% =57%

*Calcuiated at the official exchange rate for each year.
#Calculated as [(2-3)/](100); negative NPR implies taxation of agricultural sector.

In partial compensation for the low procurement prices, producers receive subsidies on inputs
and do not pay for irrigation services or water. Estimates of the magnitude of subsidies for inputs
and water are approximate, but suggest that they only partially compensate for low procurement
prices. When transfers for input they subsidies and irrigation subsidies are netted out, the
" redistribution of resources out of primary agriculture through pricing and procurement of cotton and
wheat still appears large, as much as 3% of GDP in 1997 and increasing with the depreciation of the
exchange rate in 1998 (Table 1.5). Countervailing this large negative transfer are periodic
additional subsidies for debt write-off.

The available data, although incomplete because of the lack of data on debt write-off,
suggest that primary agriculture is a net donor to the rest of the economy. Net transfer of
resources out of agriculture most probably contributes to declining productivity in the sector.

Products other than cotton and wheat are not subject to explicit production quotas or
procurement orders. Major processing plants for meat, milk, and horticultural products,
however, remain publicly owned. Local governments in some cases require processors to
provide milk and meat under preferential terms to schools, hospitals, and other local institutions
with special status. This implicit price control on a portion of processed products depresses the
prices that processing plants can pay for raw materials. As a result, most meat and milk is sold
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~on local markets and fully bypasses the processing sector. Most cattle and a large number of
sheep and goats are in the household sector, and can be marketed informally and directly.

Table 1.5. Net Resource Transfers in Agriculture

. | 1997 1998
Taxation through price gap, bill. manat* -768 -2,100
Direct input subsidies# 275 300
Irrigation subsidy+ 229 235
Net transfer out of agriculture -264 -1,565
Percent of GDP 3% 1%

*From Table 1.4.

# Input subsidies for cotton and wheat are estimated from the survey data, as shown in
Table 1.6. According to survey data, producers report costs for variable inputs of
approximately 500,000 manat per hectare on average for cotton and wheat. The subsidy
portion is thus calculated at 50%, or 250,000 manat per ha. Extrapolating to an area of 1.1
million ha planted in cotion and wheat in 1997 and 1.2 million ha in 1998 yields the
estimates shown.

+Taken from the corresponding budget expenditure category

Table 1.6. Estimating Input Subsidies

Cotton/wheat Total in sampie
breakdown

Total cost of purchased inputs in the sample 42,304 M manat
Total production of cotton and wheat in the sample: 123,747 ton

Cotton 54,808 ton

Wheat 68,939 ton
Total area sown to cotton and wheat in the 86,919 ha
sample:

Coiton 38,113 ha

Wheat 48,806 ha )
Unit costs and subsidy Manat per ton Manat per ha
Cost of inputs 345,900 492,500

L Subsidy component (30% of cost} 173,000 246,250
Processing

According to a program announced in late 1998, the processing sector will undergo
reorganization to increase scope for. private ownership and investment. Under the program,
enterprises will be corporatized, and minority stakes of shares will be sold to private buyers who
express interest. The state will most likely retain control and the industries will remain highly
_concentrated. It is too early to tell whether this program will attract the interest of domestic
and/or foreign investors. Similar programs of corporatization and partial privatization in other
countries have had limited impact either on investment or performance of the enterprises. For
example, in Central Europe, where foreign investment in food processing has facilitated entry



into intermational markets on a substantial scale, foreign firms generally take a controlling share
of ownership before they are willing to make substantial new investment.

Agricultural Inputs

The state in Turkmenistan is actively involved in allocation and distribution of fertilizer,
seeds, agricultural chemicals, machinery, and fuel. Producers working under state orders are
entitled to the 50% subsidy on inputs noted above. The private sector is relatively undeveloped
and inactive in provision of inputs. Imports of fertilizer and chemicals are managed through the
state commodity exchange, and then distributed through a subsidiary firm associated with the
exchange.

Turkmenistan had a well-developed and innovative system of biclogical pest control
introduced in the late Soviet period in response to concerns about excessive use of chemical
agents for cotton production. The system consisted of a network of laboratories producing
biological plant protection agents. The system declined throughout the 1990s, but interest has
renewed since the crop failure of 1996 and subsequent recognized outbreaks of pests. In 1998
the government began a program to revive the biological pest control system and made modest
progress in the effort. Services for the crop and livestock sectors (primarily plant protection and
veterinary Services) are now on a cost recovery basis, although the extent to which payment can
be collected is still to be tested.

The state pays virtually the entire cost of maintenance and operation of the imrigation
system. According to the 1998 budget, expenditures on irrigation and land reclamation (net of
cost recovery and earnings of the farms and enterprises operated by the Ministty) were 235
billion manat, slightly up from 229 billion in 1997. Alithough the legal basis for cost recovery of
water charges exists, actual collection is reported to be minimal. Most of the reported revenues
of the Ministry of Land Reclamation and Water (43 billion manat in 1998) probably derive from
sales of output grown on land allocated to the Ministry by Presidential decree in November 1997
to provide a revenue base for the Ministry. The land was allocated in an effort to make the
Ministry financially self-sufficient through production and sale of cotton. The measure was
ineffective, since it required the Ministry to undertake activities for which it is poorly suited, and
did not provide sufficient resources for the Ministry to do its designated job in the irrigation
sector.

Credit, Debts, and Arrears

Financing of agriculture in Turkmenistan throughout the 1990s has involved large and
complex flows into and out of the budget, the banking system, and various off-budget funds. A
new bank for agricultural lending, Daikhan Bank was created in 1995 with branches in
administrative jurisdictions down to the village level. In conjunction with creation of the bank,
approximately $35 million in debts of agricultural producing and processing enterprises were
written off, and inter-enterprise debts of approximately $128 million were netted out and cleared.
Daikhan Bank thus began operations in 1995 without a legacy of bad debt.

As part of the administrative changes in 1996, Daikhan Bank was reorganized into three
commodity-specific sub-units: Gallabank serving the wheat sector, Pagtabank serving the cotton



sector, and Mallarbank serving the livestock sector. The bank and its subdivisions served in
1997 largely as an agent to distribute 30% advance payments against contracted commitments to
produce wheat and cotton under state orders. The bank engaged in little financial intermediation
in rural areas.

In 1998 the advance payment system was amended and became a program of directed
lending to producers, with the interest rate established administratively at 2% annually, and
lending amounts determined according to the state order contracts. The 1998 loans are to
individual leaseholders, and are secured by personal property.

Daikhan Bank is also the major financing channel for procurement of the harvest. The
Bank’s own resources are relatively modest, and insufficient to finance large-scale procurement
of the wheat and cotton harvests. In an administrative system where the state is the ultimate
customer, the state ultimately provides financing to purchase the crop. In 1998 financing appears
to have come from a special emission of directed credit issued at the end of the year and
distributed through Daikhan Bank. .

The institutional setting for primary agriculture in Turkmenistan remains highly
administered, with little scope for activities in the private sector. Producers of cotton and wheat
are subject to rules for production, marketing, and pricing that result in a high level of implicit
taxation of their potential earnings. The combination of weak development of the private sector
and poor incentives for agricultural production will reduce the willingness of rural people to
invest in land even if they are granted secure fenure. As the land reform moves ahead, therefore,
changes in the instifutional arrangements for input supply and marketing as well as changes in
price policy could have a strong impact on the enthusiasm with which rural people seek land
ownership, and the investment they are willing and able to apply to their land.
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2. Legal Framework and the Status of Land Reform in
Turkmenistan

Turkmenistan’s agriculture is highly intensive in investment. Over the past decades,
billions of rubles and manats have been invested in irrigation, land reclamation, and land
improvement in order to make a harsh desert flower with cotton, wheat, and other valuable
agricultural products. Investments in the past made production possible, but also caused
considerable environmental damage, including dramatic reduction of water flow to the Aral Sea
and salination of extensive areas, and did not always yield high returns. Nonetheless, under the
demanding climatic conditions, agriculture in the future will continue to require significant
recurrent investments. Much of the investment will have to come from producers themselves,
because they are the one who will reap the benefits, and because the state budget will be unable
to finance significant additional investment in the near future. -

Rural households the world over have been shown to invest in the land they work, but
only if they have secured tenure. They require confidence that they will be able to reap income
from their investments, and moreover, that they can sell their land and recover their investment if
they choose to leave farming. Without assurance of secure tenure of cropland, families will
invest their own savings in their homes and small garden plots. They will not in general choose
to invest either savings or labor in land that they perceive to belong to the state or to the
collective. Land tenure is thus intimately linked to the productivity of land through the
investment process. In many parts of the world, insecure land tenure is the key barrier impeding
growth in productivity and quality of land. Because of the fragility and vulnerability of
Turkmenistan’s land, land tenure and renewed investment in land are of high priority on the
reform agenda.

Turkmenistan is the only country in Central Asia in which the constitution formaily
recognizes private ownership of land. Prior to the adoption of the new Constitution in 1992, all
land in Turkmenistan was owned by the state. This exclusive state ownership of land was
traceable to the fundamentals of the 1917 Soviet Land Decree, which eliminated privately owned
land in the region that would eventuaily become USSR. The Soviet state granted use rights in
land to producers, both collective and individual.

Turkmenistan inherited a typically dual patiem of land tenure from the Soviet Union.

Most of the arable agricultural land (over 95%) was in permanent use of large-scale farm

enterprises: there were some 500 former state and collective farms, which respectively cultivated

1500 ha-2500 ha of sown land per average farm. In addition, around 2% of arable land was

allocated in lifetime inheritable possession to rural households, where farm employees and

pensioners used family labor to farm small subsidiary household plots of less than 0.2 ha on

_average. The land in household plots was almost entirely arable land, orchards, and vineyards,
without any pastures and with very little land in hay meadows. The composition of an average

household plot was typically 85% arable land and 15% orchards and vineyards.
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The targe-scale farms produced on average 80% of gross agricultural product during the
last decade, while the remaining 20% came from production in small household plots. As is the
case in other former Soviet countries, the share of subsidiary household plots in gross
agricultural product is much higher than their share of land. Household plots were significantly
increased in the first stage of land reform after independence in all countries of the former union.
Because of the scarcity of irrigated arable land in Turkmenistan, the household plots remain
quite small even after augmentation (from 0.14 hectares on average prior to reforms to 0.22
hectares at present).

Growth of Individual Sector

With reforms begun in the late
Soviet period and continued afier
independence in 1991, the share of  ,,, shareofcoliectives. in percent
large-scale  farm  enterprises  in

cultivated land in Turkmenistan is w__’__\
shrinking (Fig. 2.1). The total land «©

holdings of the individual sector m{\\__,

increased nearly seven-fold during the 50
last decade: from 36 thousand ha in \/
1985 to 248 thousand ha in 1998
(Table 2.1). The share of the individual 7
sector in cultivated land increased from
about 2% to nearly 10%, while the 60 : : : : -
share of the traditional farm enterprises 1985 se7 1889 Gen 1893 dees et
in cultivated land dropped to 90%. The

decline of the large enterprises  Fig. 2.2. Share of Household Plots in Cultivated Land: 1885-1398
accelerated markedly after 1989. Since
total irrigated and cultivated land
expanded after independence from 1.2

Fig. 2.1. Decline of Coilectively Cultivated Land: 1985-1958

7 percant of total cuftrvated land

- million ha to 1.7 million ha, the ’ o~ ——
declining share does not imply decrease 8 /
of total land area cultivated by large- p

scale farms. However, the rate of growth .
of collective cultivated area is much e
slower than the rate of growth of all 2
cultivated land, which accounts for a '
pronounced decline in the collective , , ‘ ‘ . H
share. Cultivated land is shifting from %ot 1887 1989 1991 1593 1905 1957
traditional large-scale farms to the

individual sector, the share of which in cultivated land has rapidly increased since 1990 (Fig.
2.2).
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Table 2.1. Individual Land Use: 1985-1998 (thousand ha)

Year Household plots | Collective gardens Private farms Total in individual use
1985 35.4 0.7 36.1
1986 36.2 0.7 36.9
1987 38.1 0.8 38.9
1988 453 1.3 46.6
1989 472 33 . 50.5
1990 519 31 35.0
1991 884 45 0.1 93.0
1992 101.5 54 1.8 108.7
1993 109.9 5.7 - 311 146.7
1994 117.8 5.8 87.3 210.9
1995 119.6 64 98.0 2240
1996 114.4 5.1 105.5 2250
1997 128.8 49 109.6 2435
1998 131.1 5.0 116.1 2522
The individual sector today Fig. 2.3. Structure of Individua! Sector (Jan. 1999)
includes three distinct categories of
producers (Table 2.1). The largest Househoid plots
category is still the household plots, which 92% Coltective gardens
account for more than half of all land in /
the individual sector. The household plots I
are cultivated by approximately half a /
million rural families, mostly employees 2\

and pensioners of large-scale farms.
Another 60 thousand urban families
cultivate gardens and vegetable patches.

\
Y

~ This category of so-called collective . Peasantforms
gardens is quite small, however, and Total land in individual secta®48. 2thou. ha

represents about 2% of all land in the

individual sector. The collective gardens are established by associations of city workers, usually
affiliated with the same work place, who apply as a group to local govemment for an allocation
of land. These urban groups are allocated contiguous tracts of land not far from the city, which
are then subdivided into small individual plots for part-time farming by association members.
The third category, which began to emerge as recently as 1991-1992, are the private peasant
farms (or daikhan farms) established by independent individuals outside all collective
frameworks. The number of independent private farms reached 7,000 by the end of 1998. Land
in private farms comprised slightly less than half of the land in the individual sector, but this land
is not as intensively farmed as land in household plots. Some land in private farms is still in the
process of reclamation, and not yet under production. The contribution of private farms to total
output is thus minor. Figure 2.3 shows the relative weight of the three components of the
individual sector in land area.
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The first stage of land reform in Turkmenistan, as in other post-Soviet countries, was
expansion of household plots. The land in household plots doubled within two years, from 52
thousand ha in 1990 to 102 thousand ha in 1992 (see Table 2.1). By the end of 1998, it reached
130 thousand ha, or an average of 0.22 ha per family. The share of househoid piots in cultivated
land increased from around 2.5% in the 1980s to nearly 7.5% in 1998 (see Fig. 2.2). Collective
gardens of urban workers registered an even more spectacular growth rate: from a mere 700 ha in
1985 to 5000 ha in 1990, or an average of 0.08 ha per family. Private farmers, the new third
component of the individual sector, were allocated 110 thousand ha of land between 1992 and
the end of 1998, of which 90 thousand ha are the farmers’ property and another 20 thousand ha
are leased from the state. An average private farm today is 16 ha.

Table 2.2. Land Heldings of Peasant Farms: 1991-1998 (thou. ha)

Year | Totalland | Privatelyowned |  Leased
1991 0.1 - 0.1
1992 1.8 - 1.8
1993 311 25.7 T 54
1994 §7.3 69.3 175
1995 98.5 83.9 14.6
1996 105.5 89.5 16.0
1997 109.6 90.2 19.4
1998 116.1 932 229

While household plots and
collective gardens comprise mostly
irrigated arable land, peasant farms as a

Fig. 2.4. Growth of Ag Product: Households and Entemprises

matter of policy are established on 250 poreent o 1950

marginal virgin land. The peasant Hmwucs!
farmers are expected to convert their 2%

marginal land into arable land by

preparing it for cultivation and pro ' —

viding irrigation. As of October 1995, W
only 40% of the land holdings of ' Enterprises
private farms were classified as arable s

land (39 thou. ha of the total of 98 thou.

ha allocated at that time). In order to

start producing before their allocation Qe85 1988 1es7 1083 1989 1990 1091 1992 193 193
of private land has been fully prepared

for cultivation, many farmers lease arable land from the local farm enterprise, or peasant
association as it is now called. Nearly 20% of land holdings in peasant farms is unutilized land
leased from local farm enterprises (Table 2.2). Thus, despite the generous endowment of land,
private farmers are currently producing less than 1% of agricultural product, mainly because
most of themn were established recently and are still not fully operational on their marginal land.
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In contrast, the increased allocation of good land to household plots has led to a
substantial increase in their contribution to gross agricuitural product. The share of households in
gross agricultural product rose from around 17% in 1989-1991 to 30% in 1993, and household

-plots today account for over 60% of the value of livestock production in Turkmenistan (their
share of crop products remains below 10%). Household plots are reported to have provided 20%
of family incomes on average for Turkmenistan, up from 5% of incomes prior to independence.
The agricultural production of household plots in constant prices more than doubled between
1980 and 1994, while the agricultural production of large-scale farm enterprises declined in
recent years basically to the level of 1980 (Fig. 2.4). The change is in fact observed since 1990,
when large farms began distributing additional land to households for individual cultivation.

Legal Framework of Land Reform

The legal framework of land reform in Turkmenistan is provided by a long list of
presidential decrees and laws, some dating back to the Soviet period in 1990 (Table 2.3). The
changes in land relations began in the first half of 1991, primarily with the President’s letter of
April 1991 instructing local councils and ministries to allocate additional arable land for
household plots and collective gardens from underutilized land reserves of large-scale farm
enterprises. The jump in the share of cultivated land in household plots observed between 1990
and 1991 (see Fig. 2.2), and the associated increase in agricultural production of households {see
Fig. 2.4), are a direct outcome of this policy decision. The April 1991 decree established a new
principle; namely that land originally granted to farm enterprises in perpetuity could be
reallocated to other users if not utilized efficiently. This principle has since remained an active
component of the land policy.

The augmentation of household plots began before the adoption of the new Constitution
of Turkmenistan. At that time, all land was state-owned, as everywhere in the former USSR, and
land tenure was governed by the traditional Soviet forms of permanent use (for farm enterprises)
and inheritable lifetime possession or usufruct (for individuals). The May 1992 Constitution
(article 9) recognized private ownership of land (and other means of production) by individuals.
The constitution also allowed corporate ownership of assets, including land, and naturaily
. retained the category of state ownership. Furthermore, it is unique among the constitutions of
Central Asian countries (including Kazakhstan) in that it recognizes private ownership of land.
The Constitution, however, only sets general principles, and definition of ownership as well as
practical implementation is left to laws, presidential decrees, and govemment resolutions. Both
the 1990 Land Code, which remained in force after the adoption of the new constitution, and
subsequent legislation unequivocally showed that private ownership of land did not carry with it
the usual rights to transact in land: privately owned land may not be sold, given away as a gift, or
exchanged.

According to the presidential decree of February 1993, published after the adoption of the
new constitution, land in subsidiary household plots and in collective gardens was transferred
from the old form of inheritable lifetime possession to private ownership. The decree also
legalized long-term leasing of land by individuals and groups of individuals within large-scale
farms: Iand could now be leased to farm employees for terms of 10 years and longer. In addition,
the February 1993 decree made the first step toward expanding individual land tenure to include
an entirely new category of producers, the private farms. While the traditional household plots
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and collective gardens were largely intended for subsistence purposes, and only a small part of
their output was sold in local markets, the new private farms were expected to have a

commercial orientation.

Table 2.3. Legisiation on Land Reform and Farm Restructuring in Turkmenistan

1990 October Land Code of the Turkmen $SR amended May 1991
1991 April President’s letter to local councils of People’s Deputies and heads of ministries
- and authorities “On augmentation of areas for household plots and collective

gardens from inefficiently utilized lands”

1991 May Amendment of the Land Code

1992 May Constitution of Turkmenistan {article 9: private ownership of land)

1993 February Presidential decree “On right of ownership and use of land in Turkmenistan™;
Regulations on Allocation of Land Use in Private Ownership and Long-Term
Leasing to Citizens of Turkmenistan

1993 May Presidential decree “On increasing economic motivation for increased
production and improved quality of agriculfural products”

1993 Gctober Law on Qwnership

1994 March Presidential decree “On restructuring of kolkhozes, sovkhozes, and other
agricultural enterprises in Turkmenistan™; Law on Peasant (Daikhan} Farms

1994 May Presidential decree “On implementation of reforms in agriculture of
Turkmenistan”

1995 June Presidential decree “On creation of peasant associations (daikhan

birleshikleri)”; Law on Peasant Associations

1995 September

Standard regulations on peasant association.

1995 December President’s program “On deepening of market reforms and socio-economic
development of Turkmenistan in 1996"; Presidential decree “On additional

: | measures for reforming peasant associations in 1996

- 1996 January . Draft Land Code

i 1996 December * Law on Allocation of Land in Ownership to Citizens for Commercial Farming

| 1996 December - Presidential decree “On additional measures for implementation of economic

i reforms in agriculture”

| 1997 January * Presidential decree “On increasing economic incentives for production of

- agricultural products™

i 1997 july . Directive on normative allotment of leased land per worker varying according

3 - to product produced

. 1998 March Presidential decree “On subsidized credit to cotton and wheat producers”

1998 June Presidential decree “On exemption of peasant associations from value added

: tax”

L 1998 August - Presidential decree “On some measures for acceleration of agricultural reform™ 1

i 1998 August . Presidential decree “On subsidized rates of mechanical field works for cotton '

. and wheat production” |
1999 January - Presidential decree “On privatization of agricultural, agro-industrial, and

construction enterprises in the agro-industrial complex” ‘ 1

1999 February Presidential decree “On improvement of lease relations in agriculture™ '




After February 1993, citizens of Turkmenistan could apply to receive up to 50 ha of land
in private ownership for commercial farming. This land, however, was not necessarily arable or
irrigated land. The presidential decree specifically stipulated that local authorities would allocate
land plots for commercial farming from reserve lands, virgin lands, and lands not used by farm
enterprises. The new farmers were thus expected to “open” virgin lands by their own efforts and
with their own resources. This task would normally involve leveling the rough native terrain,
moving away large volumes of sand, trucking in equally large volumes of fertile soil from afar,
and providing irrigation ditches or pipes from relatively distant water sources. Yet the new
farmers were obliged to start producing within two years, and would lose the land if they failed
to start farming commercially within the stipulated period. This was probablv an unrealistic
stipulation, given the tremendous difficulties that individuals would face in “opening” virgin
lands and providing irrigation. Nevertheless, the “opening” of virgin lands by private farmers
since 1993 accounts for part of the considerable increase in irrigated land observed during the
last years. The land received for private farming, although classified as privately owned, could
not be sold, given as a gift, or exchanged.

Despite the physical obstacles and the marginal quality of land allocated to private
farming, individuals began to apply in increasing numbers for an independent plot of land
outside the collective framework. As of October 1995, 3237 individuals received a total of 80.3
thousand ha of virgin lands in private ownership, and nearly 5000 additional applications were
pending. Private farmers managed to “open” 31 thousand ha, or nearly 40% of land that they had
received. The growing interest in private farming encouraged the preparation of a special law,
the Law of Peasant (Daikhan) Farms, which was passed in March 1994, superceding the
February 1993 Presidential decree.

The Concept of Private Owrership of Land in Turkmenistan

The land reform process in Turkmenistan is mainly guided by presidential decrees. The
Land Code presently in effect was passed in 1990, and has been overtaken by the new reality in
land relations. Several drafts of a new Land Code have been submitted for discussion.
According to the current legal conception, every citizen of Turkmenistan has a right to private
_ ownership of land. Foreign citizens may not own land, but may lease it. The concept of private
ownership contained in the draft Land Code is limited in that it restricts transactions: “land is
granted in private ownership in inheritable lifetime possession, without the right to sell, give as a
gift, or exchange.” This formulation is the same as that in the Land Code of 1990, except for the
addition of the clause “private ownership.”

Private ownership in the Turkmen context is thus interpreted as secure inheritable tenure.
This conception is confirmed in the statement of allowable uses of privately owned land. When
listing the legitimate uses for which individuals may be granted land in private ownership (article
57), the draft law says (emphasis supplied): “Citizens of Turkmenistan have the right to receive
in private ownership with lifetime inheritable possession plots of land for the following
purposes: commercial farming, peasant farming, free entrepreneurship, and provision of services
to the population; subsidiary household farming; individual residential and summer-home
construction; gardening and vegetable growing; etc.

With regard to private farms, the draft law (article 64) reads:
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Citizens of Turkmenistan who wish to establish a peasant farm for crop or livestock
production based predominantly on personal labor and labor of other family members
will lease land or receive land in private ownership with the right of lifetime
inheritable possession.

Rights of land owners (zemleviadel'tsy) include the right to transfer the land plot or
part thereof in temporary use to other juridical or physical bodies (article 47). This
presumably includes leasing out land to others. Since no other rights of alienation are
mentioned, none are allowed by implication. Land users (zemlepol’zovateli) do not
have any rights of transfer, even temporary.

Private ownership thus appears semantically and legally indistinguishable from traditional
“lifetime inheritable possession,” in terms of rights usually associated with land tenure. In the
Turkmen context of highly administered agricuitural markets, however, private ownership has
additiona! implications for disposition of the products of land. The President has indicated (in
Presidential Decree No. 2694 of 28 June, 1996) that producers working privately owned land are
not subject to state orders for delivery of cotton and wheat, while those working on leasehold are
still subject to the orders. Other countries in transition, with the exception of Uzbekistan, have
abandoned state orders. In other countries, therefore, forms of land tenure do not carry
implications with regard to marketing rights. In Turkmenistan, however, where approximately
90% of arable area is still subject to state orders for planting and marketing, exemption of
privately owned land from state orders can be a meaningful economic distinction, at least in the
short run. Producers with privately owned land can sell wheat on the State Commodity
Exchange and cotton to the cotton marketing agency at negotiated prices, rather than state order
prices. The exemption of privately owned land from state orders may also explain the reluctance
of local and national officials to convert leaseholds to private ownership until the operators of the
land have achieved high production targets, since local authorities are still responsible for plan
fulfiliment according to state orders for their regions.

Restructuring of Traditional Large Farms

Large farm enterprises continue to dominate Turkmen agriculture, despite the growth of
the individual sector in household plots, collective gardens, and peasant farms (see Fig. 2.1).
Land in the large farms is owned by the state, allocated in use to the farm enterprises, and, in
many cases, leased to households that comprises the farrn work force.

Internal changes in the structure and organization of large farms began in the late 1980s
and early 1990s, when Mikhail Gorbachev’s model of intra-farm lease groups or lease contracts
was adopted in all parts of the Soviet Union. According to this model, a group of farm workers
leased land and equipment from the large-scale enterprise and assumed responsibility for
production. In return, the lease group either made a fixed lease payment or shared output with the
farm enterprise. The lease group (arendnyi podriad in Russian) consisted either of relatives
within an extended family or of workers without any blood relation employed in the same
section of the farm enterprise. The intra-farm lease model did not prove particularly successful,
because in a sommand economy the lease groups continued to depend on central farm
management for input supply and product marketing, and because their production decisions
continwred to be dictated by the production plan of the large-scale enterprise. Yet it provided an
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important experiment in small-group or individual initiative as a departure from large-scale
organization and laid the foundation for later approaches to farm restructuring.

Intrafarm leasing was widely adopted in Turkmenistan and retained after independence.
Organizing the large farms according to lease brigades was regarded as an instrument to
distribute income within the farm and to motivate workers. Measures announced in May 1993,
for instance, limited the share of total value of production of lease groups that could be withheld
by the collective farm in lieu of lease payments and as a contribution to general expenses of the
community (35% of cotton value, 50% of grain, 50% of grapes, and 20%-25% of fruits,
vegetables, and potatoes). The rest was to be used to cover production costs and pay group
members for their work. The value of the lease contract from which these amounts were withheld
was to be based on average yields achieved during the previous 3 years in the corresponding
section of the collective enterprise before it was leased by the group. All production in excess of
the contractual obligation remained the property of the lease group. The lease group, however,
was obliged to sell all its cotton and grain to the state, and only fruits, vegetables, and melons
could be sold on local markets.

A more radical attempt to restructure the large-scale farms beyond intra-farm leasing
arrangements was announced in March 1994 in Presidential Decree No. 1729 “On Restructuring
of Koikhoz, Sovkhoz, and Other Agricultural Enterprises in Turkmenistan.” Large-scale farms
were to be transformed into associations of peasant farms, shareholding societies and
partnerships, cooperatives, associations, and other farm enterprises of various forms of
ownership. The workers were allowed to choose freely the preferred form of organization. Land
was t0 be transferred in permanent use to the newly created organizational forms, and assets
were to be leased with a right to buy. This mechanism did not allow privatization of land, nor did
it go as far as distribution of shares in land and assets to individual members. Yet it envisaged a
reorganization of existing large-scale enterprises into diverse organizational forms, each
exercising direct control of its resources. The decree stipulated that state orders on cotton and
grain would remain in force for the new organizations.

The implementation of the March 1994 decree was entrusted to a joint governmental
~ committee, which proposed a list of 58 farm enterprises in all the five provinces that were to be
restructured in 1994. Farms chosen for the first round of restructuring were primarily the weak
ones under financial stress, plus one or two “stars” inciuded in each province. These “stars™ had
begun their own program of internal transformation long before the publication of the decree,
and they were intended to serve as model examples for other farms in the region. The decision to
start with weak farms limited the success of the program. Experience in other countries shows
that weak farms are relatively poor candidates for restructuring, since their assets are often of
poor quality and prospects of financial success even under better organization are often dim. No
data are available ont the results achieved with the March 1994 program. Informal discussions
suggest that the program never really got off the ground for a variety of reasons.

The government announced a new farm transformation program in June 1995. The new
program was encapsulated in a very short, two-paragraph presidential decree of June 15, 1995
which (a) abolished the existing large-scale farms (kolkhozes, sovkhozes, and interfarm
enterprises) and created in their place peasant associations (“daikhan birleshik” in the Turkmen
language); (b) transferred the use and management of land and assets from the existing farms to
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the new associations. The decree was followed by the Law of Peasant Associations {June 15,
1995) with implementation regulations (Sept. 15, 1995). The conversion of enterprises to new
assoclations by stroke of the pen implies that the change was one largely of name. Yet the law
and the regulations contain measures intended to move the agricultural sector toward more
meaningful and deeper restructuring.

According to the law, a peasant association takes possession of all land and assets
previously used by the large-scale farm from which the association is created. The assets are
transferred without payment to the ownership of the peasant association, while land remains state
property and is given to the association in use. The term for which land is given in use is not
specified: neither the law nor the regulations say that land is given in “permanent use,” as was
the traditional practice in the past for collective and state farms. According to the State Land
Committee, the government has flexibility to take land away from associations if they misuse the
land or do not produce with expected efficiency.

The peasant association may create a variety of autonomous intemal organizational
forms, including lease groups, peasant farms, subdivisions, fivestock units, and other formations,
all of which should operate on profit principles. The association may also establish profit-
oriented agroservice operations. The process of reorganization is not limited in time, and
apparently may take place at any point. In the process of reorganization, the ownership of non-
land assets may be transferred from the association to the newly created subunits. Alternatively,
the subunits may lease the assets from the association, as was the former practice. Land,
however, cannot be assigned and can only be leased to the subdivisions. The draft Land Code
provides the legal framework for leasing of fand by the association to its subdivisions. The draft
Land Code states (article 13) that “land owners and land users, regardless of the form of
ownership, may give land in use to workers and collectives in the form of intra-farm lease
contracts.” This provision is essential to enable allocation of land to autonomous intra-farm
subdivisions, because the original 1991 Law on Leasing stipulates that an asset can be leased out
only by its owner, which in case of land in iarge enterprises is still the state.

The association is given rights to manage the entire land area of the former farm
- enterprise (less unutilized tracts), and is responsible for subleasing. This provision is not
commonty found elsewhere in the world, but it is reminiscent of the practice in Israel, where
state land is leased in large tracts to the village association (the moshav), which then subleases it
to the members. It should be noted, however, that the Israeli practice has increasingly come
under attack in recent years, and it will ultimately be changed to allow direct leasing of land by
producers from the state. In Turkmenistan, the association is responsible for assurance that land
resources are used as designated (i.e., for farming), and it is fully accountable for damage caused
by inefficient use of land, environmental pollution, and other violations.

Membership in the peasant associations is by law to be completely voluntary. Members
have a right of free exit, and they may leave with their personal property and the household plot.
However, they do not get a share of the association assets, as these are not divided among the
members. Nor would a person leaving the association get a share of the association land,
although non-members can apply to lease land if any is available. A member who exits would be
more likely to apply for a plot of land in virgin areas and other unutilized reserves.
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The Law of Peasant Associations creates a framework within which the new
organizations can undergo significant internal restructuring. Households or small groups could
achieve a large measure of autonomy within this context if the associations became autonomous
and less controlled by procurement directives. The associations remained subject to state orders,
however, both at the time of passage of the law in 1995 and at present. Moreover, associations,
rather than their members, are responsible for fulfillment of the orders. Thus, although the 1995
law created possibilities for change, the economic and administrative environment in which the
associations were created did not encourage change, and little actual restructuring followed
passage of the law in 1995 and throughout most of 1996.

The emphasis on expanding intra-farm lease arrangements is reflected in the President’s
program on deepening of market reforms and socio-economic development of Turkmenistan in
1996 (announced in the President’s New Year speech on Dec. 27, 1995) and in the presidential
decree “On Additional Measures for Reforming Peasant Associations in 1996” based on this
. program. The draft decree instructs the Ministry of Agriculture and the local authorities to speed
up agricultural reforms by basing in 1996 all intra-farm production reiations on contracts with
autonomous subdivisions and families. The land and assets of peasant associations are to be
assigned on long-term leases for not less than 10 years, a time period intended to ensure
sufficient security of tenure. Ten years has been found in other parts of the world to be an
insufficient period of time to stimulate investment in land or perennial plants. Thus, although ten
years is 2 longer period of leasehold than was permitted in Turkmenistan in the past, the
economic impact of leasing for that period of time may not be significant. Moreover, in practice,
the size of holdings leased for the ten year period has been reported to be adjusted in response to
the household’s success in managing the land. Some of the area leased in relatively large
holdings of ten hectares or more to houscholds producing wheat has been reallocated where
families were perceived to lack sufficient labor to manage the holding successfully. The
realiocation in 1997 and 1998 raises questions as to the security of tenure even on a ten-year
teasehold.

Under terms of the 1996 program, growers of vegetables, melons, fruits, and grapes paid
fixed lease payments (in cash or in kind) per unit land area and were allowed to sell their output
at free market prices. Cotton, grain, milk, and meat remained subject to state orders. State orders
for meat and milk were removed later in 1996.

The expansion of leasing in early 1996 was followed by additional changes in the
program later in that year. In December 1996, the Law on Allocation of Land in Ownership to
Citizens for Commercial Farming (December 20, 1996), stipulated that members of peasant
associations are entitled to receive land in private ownership for commercial farming. The
December 1996 announcements came after the very poor harvests of wheat and cotton during
that year, and represented the most significant change in policy regarding land tenure -and farm
structure of the entire decade. According to the law, leased land can be converted to private
ownership certified by official documents after a 2-year probationary pertod. During the two-
year period, the household cultivates under leasehold, and must demonstrate good performance.
The presidential decree attached to the law directs the peasant associations to start distributing
land to member families on 2-year leases preparatory to its transfer intoe private ownership, and
establishes supervisory organs on different levels that are required to report on the progress of
the new reform measures at 10-day intervals. Under the December 1996 law and decree, the
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concept of private ownership remained unchanged, but the scope of eligibility to become owners
broadened to include virtually the entire agricuftural labor force. In contrast to the earlier
- programs of intra-enterprise leasehold, the family or household was designated as the primary
leaseholding unit. Households that did not perform well were to be granted an extension of the
leasehold, during which period they could continue to apply for ownership. Leaseholders within
associations were to pay 20% of the value of gross output to the association; 12% for common
expenses and 8% for taxes.

The peasant association is expected o manage input supply, machinery, equipment
maintenance and repairs, and other support activities, although leaseholders pay for the inputs
and services. The structure that emerges from the 1996 law and decree is not unlike the Israeli
moshav, an association of individual producers supported by a village-level cooperative that
provides a variety of fanm services to the members. In Israel, however, the producers are not (and
have never been) subject to state orders, and are allowed to make free production and marketing
decisions. '

As of January 1999, lease contracts  Fig. 2.5. Distribution of Cultivated Land Among Different Users
had been signed with 363.4 thousand (199¢)
leaseholders in peasant associations, who
had been allocated 1,261.9 thousand
hectare of imigated land for cultivation.
According to latest reports, a total of 145 Leasehoiders |
leaseholders have been given 658 ha of 73.6%
irrigated land in private ownership in
recognition  of  their  satisfactory \
performance  in  1997-1998.  The \\
leaseholders in peasant associations today .
cultivate 74% of imrigated land in
Turkmenistan, while another 16% remains Totat arsble land 1700 thos. ha
in collective cultivation (Fig. 2.5). Yet the
large leaseholder sector still cannot be regarded as an extension of the individual sector (which
- controls about 10% of irrigated land), because leaseholders continue to be subject to state orders
and are effectively managed and controtled by the peasant association.

e

Land Titling

Recent legislation has created three main categories of land users:

¢ Nearly 600,000 rural and urban residents with small household plots and gardens, totaling
over 120,000 ha.

e A few thousand private farmers, each with up to 50 ha of land from virgin areas or unutilized
reserves (a total of around 80,000 ha in 3500 farms as of the end of 1995).

e Some 500 peasant associattons (former kolkhozes and sovkhozes) control 35 million ha of
land.

Land in household plots, gardens, and private farms is classified as privately owned in the
sense of the 1992 constitution. As such, more than half a million landowners are entitled to
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receive an official document confirming title to this land. Before the title document is issued, the
specific land plot has to be surveyed, mapped, and officially registered. The surveying and
registration process is handled by provincial and district arms of the State Land Committee,
which also issue a simple certificate of title. The certificate shows schematically the location of
the land plot in relation to the adjoining territory and an outline of the borders and dimensions.
The certificate is signed by the head of the district land management and surveying department,
which also keeps track of the individual titles.

The wording of the certificate highlights the inherent ambiguity toward private ownership of
land in the Turkmen legislation. The certificate confirms “private ownership of land ... with a
right of lifetime inheritable possession”. This formula is a mixture of two forms of property
rights, which are usually kept as distinct categories in successor Soviet legislation. Legislation in
Russia and Ukraine, following the Soviet Civil Code, distinguishes between private ownership
(sobstvennost”} and lifetime inheritable possession (viadenie). The actual rights of landowners in
Turkmenistan are similar to those of holders of land in lifetime inheritable possession according
to the Soviet Civil Code. Turkmen legislation does not distinguish between these two forms of
tenure, and in a unique manner combines them into a single category.

Land allocated to private farmers receives a more formal title document (a state “akt™), which
is issued by the State Land Committee and registered in the Registry of State Titles to Right of
Possession and Right of Use of Land. The landowner receives one copy of the title document,
and the other copy is filed at the district level. The title document includes a fairly detailed two-
page map, drawn to scale and certified by the district land committee, and also space for listing
outside owners and future changes in ownership and use. The preprinted part of the title
document does not use the term “private ownership” {sobstvennost’} at all: it only uses the termns
“permanent possession” (postoiannoe viadenie) and “use” (pol’zovanie). The filled-in
handwritten part usually contains the same formulation as the certificate for household plots:
“The land is given in private ownership in lifetime inheritable possession.” The front page of the
title document contains some excerpts from the 1990 Land Code (Table 2.4).

Table 2.4. Excerpts from 1990 Land Code Printed in Title Document
Land is the property of the peoples residing on the territory of Turkmenistan, and is owned by Turkmenistan.
Every citizen of Turkmenistan has a right to a plot of land.

Landowners and land users are responsible for efficient use of land in accordance with its designated purpose, for
increasing its fertility, for applying nature-conserving production technologies, for preventing exhaustion of
natural resources and deterioration of the environment in the region as a resuit of their activity.

Ownership and use of land in Turkmenistan reqhirts payment.

Peasant associations created on the basis of former collective and state farms are to
receive new title documents from the State Land Committee conferring use rights to their land.
These use rights are not indefinite, contrary to the traditional use rights of former collective and
state farms. The State Land Committee is conducting a full-scale survey of association lands in
order to identify utilized and unutilized land, a process that is expected to take up to four years.
The unutilized land will be extracted into the state reserve for redistribution, and the peasant
associations will only retain the use of the remaining land. The official opinion is that this
procedure will be simplified by the fact that the use rights of peasant associations under the new
taw are no longer permanent.



The State Land Committee faces an important task, as land titling is essential in a market
economy. The four-year overall land survey project is a relatively standard job for the Land
. Committee with its various institutes. Titling of hundreds of thousands of individual landholders
is something entirely new for the system, but it seems to be progressing without undue delays.
Under the system as it is designed today, title documents and the registry are kept at the district
level, which is probably entirely sufficient at the present stage. It is desirable to develop a
standard title document for all plots, instead of two different documents in use today (one for
household plots and one for peasant farms). Even if this is not done, the household plot
certificate preferably should also include a page for listing ownership changes, like the peasant
farm “akt.” In the future, a central registry will have to be developed to pool and duplicate the
data stored on the district level, without eliminating the district systems. Creation of a central
registry will allow transactions to be initiated and handled from a location outside the specific
district center where the records are kept, an important consideration in a country with a
geographically dispersed population.
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TITOCEBHEIX CCMAH 1
FOPIOYE-CMa30Yu HBIX MATEPHANOB 2
MHHEpanbHuIX yaoGpeHnil 3 D.6. Kakne npo6iembl BO3NBKAIOT B npouecce npuodperenns neobLonuMLIX
3anacHeIX yacrei 4 pecypeon u yeayr?
D.5. e But npuofperaere neobxomimbre pecypenl B yenyrn? 1-Cemena, paceana, caweHLEl L1-Yenyru no peioaseHuo
2-Kopma MexahH3HpoBaHubIx pabor
1-Cemena, paccaga, caxxeHubl 10-Brinonienie MexanusHponatnux pagor 3-MONoOAMAK CKOTA U THIIL 12-300seTnpenapars
2-Kopma I 1-300nernpenaparet 4-Munepansuele yaobpenus 13-Berepuuapioe obcaymHpatne
3-Monopuax ckoTa s 1yrsist 12-Berepunaphoe obcsyHBalme 5-Cpeuctsa 3awmTil pacrensuii 14-Crpolimarepnanst
4-Muuepanshnie yao6peHus 13-CrpofiMarepuaie 6-Texnvka 1 06opynonaume 15-Koncyniransmu
5-CpeacTra 3amMTht pacTeHuit 14-Crposrensusie yemyry T-Pemont n obenyxkubaitne 16-Dsnexrpossepris
6-Texunka u oGopyuosatme 15-Koucynyranuu 8-3anyactn 17-Opraiseckuie ynobpernms
7-Pemotinr 1 obcnymusanue 16-Dnexrposteprua 9-T"oproue-cMazovbie MatepuaLl 18-Anrorpasicnopribie yenyru
8-3anuacry 17-Opramwseckue ynoGpenus 10-Crponrensinie yenyru
9-T"opiouc-cMa30MHbIE MaTepHaNDL! 18-Awrorpancioprinie yenyru
Koam
o Kos: HE'T TPYIHOCTEH ] HECHOCBPEMCHIIOS HCTIONHCHIKE 3aKR3A 4
TFOCYAAPCTRENIIBIE OPralH3almy i IPOIIBOAUM COMY 4 BLICOKHC LCHBT 2 HET CPEACT Rt NPpHOGpETeHnA 5
KPCCTLHHCKHE OG'DGJIHHGHHH 2 Apyroe 5 OTCYTCTRHE B LIDOAAKE 3 HUIKOC KaueCcTRO 6
HACTHBIC MUIA Y KOMMEPUCCKHE DHpME] 3 __noobuie ne npuobperacm 6

,__f.;—"’ o




D.7. ¥Ynosaersopens: au Bol yeayramu, NpeAocTABASIEMBIMH HIMKE NEPCUHCICHHLIMH OPFAHH3ALNAMH?

[ Komsi:  ne yrosnersopes — 1;

MACTHYHO YAOBJIETBOPEH — 2; yIOoBseTBODEH — 3,

1-T"oc. koHuepn “TypkMednarra”
2-Accoudauusa “TypxMeHranaonymieps”
3-Accoupauus “Typkmenmannaps’”
4-Accouuanus “TypkMmenooaxssmMar”
5-TKB “Matixanbanx”

D.8. Ecnun Bur HE yaosnerBopennl yeayraMu 3THX oprannsauuii, To no

raxolf npuyunHe? (ykaxure 3 nanGonee BAXKHLIX ApHUMIL)
HECBOCRPEMCEHHOE HenonKeHHe 1 OMEHb BRICOKHE LCHBI 4
HH3KOE KauecTho yenyr 2 Oonkluue 3aTparel BpeMeHw 5
BOJMIOXHTA 3 apyroe 6
D.9. Obecne«eno ax Bame aalixancicoe (pepmepeioe) xozniicroo?
| Konbl: na--1; YACTHYHO — 2} Her - 3 ]
1-BOACRPOBOHOM | | 3-anexTpoaHepruei I:I
2-rajoM D 4-ropLe3HLIMY JOPOTaMH r_:]

T

6-1pyrie rocy1apcTBeHHbIE OPTaHH3aHEH

T-KpECTLAHCKHE 0BheNUHEHHA

8-kommepueckne GUpMBL

O-wacTHEIE NHUA

10-gpyree

D.10. Yuacreyer nmu Bawe gafxancwoe (Qrepmeperoce) xo3niicrso B
COBMECTHON AEHTENBLHOCTH ¢ ApYrumH Xo3saiicramn?

ga — 1
HeT — 2

>> ponpoc E.1.

Eenu JJA, To, KakHe BUAB! JEATENLHOCTH Bhl OCYHIeCTBIAETE COBMECTHO?

TPOUIBOACTBO FIPORYKIMH

nepepabGoTka

peanHaauus NpoayKLUHH

COBMECTHOE HCNONL3OBAHME TEXHMKH M 060pyROBaNA
MENHOpALIKA

1

T U RN

cHabwenue
BIAUMHOE KpEeAHTOBAHHE
KOHCYIbTallHH

Rpyroe

oS - O



PASJIEJ E. PACTEHUEBOJICTBO

E.1. Wenoss3yeTest 1M MONKOCTHIO 3eMIIst, HPEAHA3HAYCHNAS TS

pacrennesoacrpa?

Aa — 1 >> nonpoc B.3.

HeT— 2

E.2. Eciti He HCMONB3YCTCS NOJIHOCTHIO, TO H04eMy?

{yxmxure nne HanGoRLe DROKHLIE NPHIHNEL)

HE BLICORHO 1
HGLOCTAET CPENACTDE HA OCBOCHHE 3eMENE 2
N0 NPHYUHE HE KAYCCTBEHHOCTH 3eMAM 3

4

TPYNHOCTH CO CHabkeHHeM 1 TexHHKON

OTCYTCTBHE OpPOLItEHNA
HEPETYNRPHOCTL OPOLIEHHS
apyroe

5
6
7

E.3. Kakue cesbXo3iy/iLTypst Bul BLIpaluBsany B cooem xo3siicrae?

a) Beipa-| 6) Ipu- B) Mpou3souctso B 2000 r
Haspanue kynbTyphy HBANM, | ObILHO JTH Bt cobupaerech
3T0? BCNHYUTL l
da—1 ha—1, | OKpaTHTH 2
HET -2 [OCTABUTSH HA MIPCHKHEM YpOBHE 3
Ions! ATPYHSIOCEOTBCTHTD 4
1.3epuopre 01
a) nnensna e 011
6) auMeHb 012
B) KYKYPY3a Ha 3¢pHO 013
r) pHC 014
2. Xnonuaruuk 02
3.0nomu 03
4.Baxucbrie 04
5.Kaprodenn 05
6. IopMoBeie xopiienos! 06
7.Kykypysa ua cuiioc H seiensiit kopm | 07
8.0mitoneTine M Miloroneraue Tpass | 08
9.QpyKTEL H HroAbl | 4 .
10.8unorpan 10 3
11, Telmnet 4 napHaxy 11
aopowH 11
6) unrpycoshie e 112 o
B) UBETLL . 13




E.4. Mpub/aisyTensio, Kaxofi 1poueHT 3epruossix (kpome prca) Bol E.10. KTo onpee/sieT 3KenayaTausio BUyTPuxo3siicTeeHHbIX

HCNGBIYETE.., OPOCHTEILHAIX CETCH?
] - Ha ceMeHa 2 - Ha KOPM CKOTY %
KpecThiiHckoe 00beIuHEHHE 1
E.S. Mosydanu nu Bsi Bopy B HeoGxouumble cpokn? ma— 1 naiixanckoe ((hepmepckoe) xo3aHcTBo 2
ner— 2 “OpraHu3alys No BOAOCHAGKEHHIO” 3
4

apyroe
E.6. Cronbko noxueos uposenn B 1999 rony?
nopMa baxr E.11. Umeere i Bol peaibiylo BO3MOKIOCTL NOBLICHTE CPEAHIOI0

- X7ONUATHHKE YPOKAKBOCTH HA OPOUIREMBIX 3eMAX?

1] 1]

2- mueHHnb |:, l___—_—} Hﬂ: - é >> gonpoc E.12.

3- opowie |::| I:I Eenn JIA, TO Ha CKONLKO?

4- moviepHb [:_] [: I~ o3uMman muenuna ::l uira

5- caop L1 [ 1 2- KyKypy3a 112 3epHO [T wm

6- BUHOrPAAHNKOB 1 ] 3~ XNOMMATHUK [ 7 uva
E.7. Kakne somisie sicrouustku Bt ncnonkayere as opomsenssi? 4- osoum [ ] um
MECTHBIE BOAHBLE HETOMNHKY (PeKa, CKBAXHHE, POLIIHKH) 1 5- Baxyy NPOAOBONLCTREHHbIC l::l u\ra
HCKYCCTBEHIILIE OPOCHTENLHBIE COOPYXenns (Kauansy, 6~ CEHO JIOLEPHLE [__::__I uira
MEXXOBAHACTICHHAT OPOCHTENbHAS CETL) 2 7- cam [::] ra
Apyroe - 8- BHHOTPAAHHKH [ 1 wn

E.8. Kawie meronst opomenys nanbosee dddercrisnnp

pist Bauix yesoni E.12. Kaky1o npuBbiab (B Teymnx ueuax) Bui nonyunin

nopepxuocTusii nonus 1o oposnam 1 __ Bpacrenmenoserse, 0 ThlC. MAHATOR
JOKICBAHHE 2 L Kot 1999 r. | 2000 r. (ouenka)
KATICABIOE OPOeie 3 Tuwennua O AN S A
Xnonok-cuipen, 2 o
E.9, Komy upsinapexir 060pyroBaise, HCHOALSYEMOE ASISH 1HOAAYMH BOALI Onowe-Gaxuenssic 3
na Baim aeMensunidl yuacTok? ‘ Kaprodens 4
KPCCTLAHCKOMY OOLeICHND 1 Kopma 5
pafixanckomy ((pepmepckomy) xosaterny 2 g“m" ‘ g
“Opranusauy 110 sosocabxenuo” 3 ' n::gf:i{l;aﬂ’ - g
npyroe ' 4 UTOrO 9

=¥




E.13. YUro' Ber cunuTacre HeoOXOAUMBIM CAGNIATL AAS MOBLIUEHUS 1

OCYIUECTBHTSE 370 B Ginnskaliuine nBa roga?

PHOLLILHOCTH pacTenneBoacTBa ¥ Byaer Jin y Bac BoamoncHocTs

I Kone::

ma-1;

HET - 2 —1

Haxo byzer
CHENATL BOIMOKHOCTH

1-nOBLICHTDL NPOAYKTHBHOCTE 3EMITH

2-H3MEHUTH CTIELHANK3AIHIO

3-paciMpuTL NOCEBHBIE NAOWANY

4-yNy4uMTs MEIHOPATHBHOE COCTOSHHE JEMEND
5-UCnoNL30BATE HOBKIE COPTa

6-HCNONL30BATH NPOrPECCHBHLIE TEXHONOTHH
T-yBENHUHTL KOSIHYCCTBO PHMEHIEMBIX yaoOpennit
8-yBenHUUTE KONHYECTBO TEXHHKH B X038HCTRE
9-coayaTh Repepabaripalouiye npeAnpPUATAA
10-otkpbrts Grpmenunl Marasun

PA3AEJ F. JKHBOTHOBOJCTBO

F.1. 3aunmacrech au Bo MIEBOTHOBOACTROM?

Ia - 1 >>nonpocF.3.
HeT ~ 2

F.2. Eciit But ue sanumaerecs KIBOTHOBYACTBOM, TO NOMEMY?
(yraxaree 3 nanGonee aximie nplyntin)

HE BLIMOAHO
HE XBATALT KOPMOB

HE XBATACT 3eMIH

TPYHHOCTH CO cuabmeniteM # Texunkol

HET KEnaHHs

HEJOCTATOMHO CPEUCTE 3AKYNUTDL CKOT

HEJAOCTATOMNO HIOMEIUSHYH 1St CONCPIKANNA CKOTH, NTHLI
TPYANOCTH B PCANMIAIH NPOIYKIHH

Li=JN- "R S N ¥ Y N RN )

HELOCTATOYCH ONEIT, KONCOIMOCH HAYAT] Aeno

=

npyroe

11-0CyIecTBATE CTPOMTENBLCTBO M OCHACTHTS
080pyAOBAHIEM DEMOHTHEIE MACTEPCKUE
12-npoNoXuTE XOPOTH H KOMMYHHKALWK
13-xoonepuposatsca ¢ Apyrumu depmepamu no:
a) NIPOU3BO/ICTBEHHO-TEXHUHECKOMY 0BECHEYCHHIO
0) aKNHOHUPORANKIO H LENEBOMY HCTIONIb30BAHMIO
(uHancos
B) TepepaboTKe CeNbCKOX03sHCTREHHOMR NpOAYKUHH
F) PEanM3aLiu CeNLCKOX03RHCTBEHON NPOYKIHK
) npyroe

Haj0
CACAaATH

]

10

Byner
BO3IMOMUOCTD .

i

F.3. Kakopa HHCJIEHHOCTL IKHBOTHLIX H ATHILI B Baliem DalixaHcKom

(bepmepcrom) xoznticTse Ha nanusiii MomenT?

p—

KpynubIft poratuiit ckor
B TOM YACNE KOPOBbI

OBLBI H KO3b!

Bowon

CRHHLY
«JiowaiH

Kypul
HTHUR IPYIHX BHIOD

&

KPORHKH

NUCHOCEMLH (MHCHO YLeR)

S v e =

10, sepbasosn

ronos

U




F.4, Kakyio # cKoNbKO NPOAYKLAM XKUBOTHOBOACTSA Bri npoussenn B 1999 1.2

Msco, | Monoxko,] SHua, |lllepers, | Kapakyms, | Koxcsipse, Tonm
Foger T T T Kr mr KT
. ' Koner; 1999 2000 (ouenka)
a0
1799 Kpynastif poraTeiit ckoT 1
2000 (ouenxa)
HUTOTO OBUE! H KO3bI 2
B TOM 4HCHE: Bep6imoast 3
Ha COBCTREHHbBIE HYHIBI
H2 PEATHIAILHIO Jowanu 4
I IrHua 3
*Npasenanne: TpH 3aT0NICHHN HCNONLIYIOTCE OTHETHBIS NARHLIE
Ipoune 6
F.5. Cxoabro MonoKka B paceiere na 1 xopoBy
But nosyuiuns 8 1999 r.? Kr Hroro 7
F.6. Cxonbko sty Bol osyunan g cpesem
Ha 1 xypuuy-vecytky s 1999 r.? TYK

F.7. Kaxue kopama Ber senonniyere, saHHMAanch
KHBOTHOBOACTBOM, % ?

Ko

a) coficTREHHbIC

6) xymenpne*

nactfuma

3e)icliblC KOpMa

CeHo

j3epuo
KOPHEIUIOZL

xJjieh

| komGHxopma

cHIOC
cetax

wice|aloy s iw|M|—

HIpOT

10

HMBIX

urenyxa

12

BCPHOOTXONB]

13

apyroe

14

* apesia

F.9.Y1o Bul cunracre ueofxoauMbiv casiiath ans NpHOBINLHOCTH KHBOTHOBOLCTRA
1t Gyner Jut y Bac BO3MOKHOCTD OCYMICCTBHTL 3T0 B amxaiimwee asa roga?

F.8. Kakyio npueiib Bel NOTyMHJIN B SKHBOTHOBOACTBE, ThiC, MAHATOB?

Koppr:

Hago caenath |

Syner so3MOKHOCTE 2

He Byner BoaMoMmnocTi 3

|.yBenuutTL NPOHIBOACTBO KOPMOB
2. H3MEINTE CIICLMIHIAIHIO
J.yBenuanrs noroJonLe
4.ynyqunir, nopoansti cocran
S.anKyraTs OoNbIIE KOPMOR

6.ynenuimTs LONHIECTHO
CHCIHMANHINPOBALIIOR TEXITHKH

L buaon

7. HCTIONL3OBATE BPOTPECCHBIILIE TEXHOMOTH
8.ynyumHTe W obBOAIHTE NACTOIIA
9.co3uarh nepepaGaTbIBAIOIHE IPEHPHATHA
10.0tkpLrtey hupmentutit Marasuy

1 1.peanm3onarh NPOAYKIMIO CHMOCTONTCNLUQ

12.pACHMPHTE # YAyQILKTS XKABOTIHOROJMECKHE
HOMCINCH KA

13.ynyuicnne nerepuiapto cnysGet

[ ]
]
(]
C]
]

]
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PASAE] G. HECEJLCKOXO3SHCTBEHHASA JEATENBHOCTD

G.1. iMceTe nn Bui coficTBenibIe MOLHOETH N0 nepepaboTke? G.3. Hmeere au Bel noacoGuble npoMBLICTbI RIS HECENbCKOXOIAHCTBEHHON
AesTEALHOCTH?
EcTh B HaANYRA MomtHocTs
-1, MOCTD, EcTb B
T B roa O6rem peanniamuyt  [pnbeine B
HeT - 2 HANHYHH
na—1 B 1999 r,, 1999 r.,
3

THIC. MALATOR THIC. MAHATOB
HeT - 2

1.TIpOM3BOACTEO CTPOHMATEPHATIOR I | i | | |

[:l 2.1l BefiHoe NPOH3ROACTEO l | 1 ] I |
] 3.KKOBpOBOE NPOIBOACTEO l I I |

1.3epHo

2.CeMeHa XJIONKOBbIE

. 3. Kymxyr

4.CeMeHa rojiIcONHEHHHKA

-

5.0Bo1uy ¥ PpyKTELI

Jopobooy

|

1.Myka

6.Bunorpan [ | 5 Brineuxa x1e6a 1 x1eG0GyROUHbIX nanenut | | { | | |
7-Maco I 6.Maxaponssie H3genns { | | | [ |
8.Monokc I |

7.Kouaurepckue H3feaus | | [ | [ |

G.2. Kaxyo npoaykusio Bul onyasere oT nepepabdareiBalomx .
npennpuaTIi? 8.Konbachuie uagenus | | [ | L |
Koauuecrso, 1 B roA 9. BuHOBONOYHAs . [ | | | [ |

L

10.Koscepnol | | | |

2.KoHueurpupopaliieie KOpMa

1 1. dpyroe I | [ |

4.TIno10080UHLIE KOHCEPBL

5.MAcHBIC NPOIYKTLI

I
l |
3.PacTHTeiblHoe MAcho [ I
| ]
I I
I |

6. Monoutieie nposyKTLI




PA3AEJI . PEAJIA3ALIUS IIPONYKITHK

H.1. Peanmzauns npoayxuun B 1999 r.?

[ e e

13

B TOM MHCRE:

|____8) mueHHua
__6)sumens

r) puc
2. Xnonox-ceiper
3.0pown

| B) Kykypysa HasepHo

4.baxyensle

5.Kaprodens

7.Ilpouste xopma

6.Ceno MHOTOSIETHHX TPaD

8. QOpyKTLI 1 AroLt
9.BuHorpag
10.Msco

11 Monoko

1251 #ua, reicurr
13.Mex
14.1llepers
15.Kapakyns
16.Komcenpoe

nepepadaTLBAIOINE IPCATPHATHS
1OTPEGHTCALCKRA KOOTICPalLUs

KOMMCPUCCKHE NIPEATPUATHA H 3UIOTOBMTCIN

pr

¥ Ionur Kananon peanusauuy
I'OC}’JLEII)C‘I'HGHIlble JAIOTOBHTEILHLIE OpI‘llllll'JﬂllHH

1

2

3
L4

Hons NIPOAYKUMH, Tnasnsif Kanan HmeeTcs s Hena nocnenneii Mecsau
Ipoussonute % BO3MOMCHOCTE NpoNaXH, nocienHedt
noTpebnsemolt npopapaeMolt pe?{:zzgmﬂ BbISOpa HOKynaTeNs THIC.MAHATOB NPOAKH
na-1, BHYTPH Ha aa-1, 3a TOHHY
xoaskicTea JeHBrH 6aprep Her -2
1.3epuo

PLIHOK H HACCHCHUE

KQJUICICTHBEHBIC W IPYIrHe c\x NPEANPHATHR

cnoGopnan npogaxka
Jpyrue

o0 ~1 C\ th
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H.2. EcTb Jiit TPYAHOCTH B peanusalin EPOAYKILHI N0 NEPLUUCHCHNLIM H.4. Peanusyere in Bol €BOI0 NPOKYKUHIO 32 Npexenss Typxmenncrana?
npiydHam, YKaOKUTe TaM, rae ecTh?
(yxaxuTe npa HanGonee BaKHLIX (BakTOPA) sa =1 HeT — 2 >>ponpoc H.S.
Koami:
H.4a, Kakyio npoayxuinie Ber npoaaere 3a npenensi Typimenncrana s
HecBOEBPEMEeHHEIE BHIIATH 1 TpynHOCTH G TPancropToM 4 crpaubt CHY" u apyrue?
- Komy?
LlgHbl Ha APOAYKIMIO CTHUIKOM HU3KHE 2 Hpyroe BCHI - 1, Mpumeprioe
Tpyauo wality nokyoatens 3 Her tTpyarocreit 6 B Opyrue KOJINUECTBO
CTpaHs! — 2
1.Xn0noK-BONOKHO, TOHH
01.3epuo D D 07 TIpoune kopma D D 2.0BoImM, TOHH
B TOM Hicne: 3.5axueBsie, TOHH
01.1, nwennua (1 [C1  os.0pyxrs i aroms ] [ ’
4 DpyxTHl, TOHH
01.2. aumens D D 09.Bunorpag [:] D
5.Bunorpan, Torn
01.3.xyxypy3a Ha 3epuo [:] D 10.Msco D I:]
6.ITnonooBOIIHEIE KOHCEPBBY, THIC.YCN, Banok
01.4. puc D D 11.Monoxo D D 7.BuHo BuHOrpanHoe, gann
02.Xnonok-cuipey, D D 12.51fna D D 8.Mea, Kr
. y
03.0outn D D 13.Men, D I:I 9.1llepcts, kr
04 Baxuesste D D 14.1llepeTs D l:] 10.Kapaxyas, mr.
05.Kaprodens [:I D 15.Kapaxyns [:] D 11.Koxceipre, wr.
06.Ceno MHOrosIeTHHX TPaB I:I [:] 16.Koxcbipse [:I l:! 12 Apyroe
H.3. Kak Bui o uesiom ouennpaere Bo3sMOMIUOCTH PERTH3ALIN nponyusin? H.5, Mimerorest i y Bac 3aTpysuenits b nostysenisn sngmensiii {(peruerpasiny
CHE/IOK) HA PCAJHIAMIIO HPOAYKUMH B APYrHE crpaub?
Xopowo’
CYUICCTREHILIC JATDYMHEH M ]
Cpeane 2 vie 16 STpyA
T1noX0, TaK KAK UEHbl CAHULIKOM HH3KHE 3 teGosbie suTpyancHus 2
IMroxo, Tak Kak HHOTKA HE MOTY HAHTH NOKYTIATENA HHKAKHX saTpynnenut 3
2y I CHE
JUDKE &4 A CHIDKAIO MCHAI 4 A BooBue 06 3T0M He Kyman 4
Orienh nooxo
XOuy MOIYUHTH NIHUCHIMIO, HO HE 3HAIO KRX 370 CACHATE 5

55




PA3AEJ 1. DUHAHCHI XO35SIUCTBA

L1. Kakosr npuMepio A0Xoan! 0T peanw3amiy NPOAYKUMM I YCAYT,
IATP: bl HA NPOH3BOKCTBO i HCTOUHIKH cpeacTB B 1999 1,?  THIC, MaHATOB

o p s
Komer:| 1999 2000
(ouenka)
Peannzanus npolyxiHH U yenyr - Beero 01
B TOM YHCHE:
PACTEHHCBOACTDA 01l
HHBOTHOBORCTRA 012
JIPYTHX BHIOB HEATEALHOCTH 013
TekyuiHe saTparet - Beero 02
D TOM FIHCIC:  OMIATA TPYAR 021
ADCHIA CPCACTB HPOUIBOASTE 022
~ M3 HUX 0J1aTa 38 3eMJI0 0221
| o MUHCPaNLULE yuoGpeuns 023
L __KOpMa 024
U3 HUX KOMOMKODPMA 0241
. cesmena . 025
o __OTLIATS YONYT MEXNM3INTopos 026
ONJIATA YCAYr ABTOTPAHCIODTA 027
) OOANTS BETCPHIAPILIX YONYT 028
IPOYHE 3ATPaTH] 029
n CTUHCHEHHA B COURUILNLIE HOHAB! 0210
Banosoit ioxon (crpt-2) 03
Hanory o 04
ITorauenne 3aomKEH HOCTH HPOLLILIX JET . 05
Hucruit 0X0M, oeruomniies B pactiopskensn xosakcraa® 06
Henonysosanie moxoss; 07
_____ KUNUTWILHLIC BROXCHHA B PR3LHTHE X03-pa | 071
| o norpedneie L . ] 072
Kaiurasuiiie sIoKelHa i DESBHTHE Xonicrn - 08
Hero i cpeacts (Kpose peamsainm uposyKIHH " 09
yemye) .
CoGerneinmie cBepescenmns N LI
Kpeswri Gankon 11
BEIB0IMCIIHNY IOMOILL FOCYAPCTIG ) ] 12
3atimL y poscTueitiiKoD 13
[IpYrHE HCTOUNHKY 14

* quns waerpykraka Z=E12+E8+G3

fad

L2. Ecrs im y Bac cuer B 6anice? na 1

HeT

L3, Umeere an Bol nenoraiieHHbie ceyabl, KpeaHTH, 401117
na — 1
HET ~ 2

]
L]

Ecnu A, 1o kakolf ux pasmep? THIC. MAHATOB

8 TOM uucne Sanky 3a XpennTo? TBIC, MAHATOD

L4. Ecre in y Bac 3agoskennocTs?
ma ~ 1
Her -- 2

Ecms  JA, To xaxan?

1. o wanoraM u counansioMy honmy ThIC. MAHATOB

L]
:: ThIC. MAHATOB
L]
L]

2. KOMMEPUCCKHM OpraHu3aLuamM

3. rocynapcTBEHHLIM OPraHH3aLMAM
(xpome Hanoros 1 counansioro gouna) THIC. MBHATOR

4. apyroe THIC, MAHATOB

.

LS. Hmcere s Bui peansizyio BosmMomHOCTL NOJIYYHTEB KPEAHT, ccyay, 3alia?

I:I TbIC, MAUATON

(yxaxcire | nanBonee BOKUYIO HpHuBIY)

JA -1 HMCIO B pasmepe

HET -2 HE HMEIO, HOTOMY WTo
HET HUIOTOBLIX CPEHCTD ]

'I‘pCG()l!EIIIHH Barika crons CTRPOCH, Yo na

OOPMIIBHNE KPEAHTR YXOLKT MIIOTO BPEMEHH 2
VPAKTHUCCKH KPCHHT HORYUHTS HEBOZMONHO
XOMY HOAYUHTE, 1O 1IG 3UMO, KAK HTO CALNATH 4




L6, Ecant Bel Opanu kpegnTol, cCyabl, 3afiMbl, TO KAKOB HX PA3Mep, CpoK H
roAOBASR NPOUEHTHAR cTABKA?

1. [:::l THIC. MAHATOB 2. [::] neT 3 %

1.7. VI3 kakux, HAKE NepevicetibiX, HeTOUBHKOE BEI Monyuann kpeasursl,
ceyAabl, 3alimME B 1999 1,2

rocynapcTao i IpYTHe YacTHLIE U1 4
KoMMepueckHe batixy 2 ApYTHe HCTOUHHKH 5
POACTBE HHHKH

L.8. Ha kawoif cpeannit cpokx Be Gpanu xpedrhi, ceyabl, 3afiMepr?
J0 IUECTH MaCALER
CBBILUE [UECTH MECALER A0 ONHOIO roga 2

onile, ueM 11a rog 3

1.9. Kakue cpencrea npeacraniciibl Bamu B icavectie 3a0ra npn
nosyueHHH Kpeaura?
TEXHHKY W 000pynoBanve
JNParoieHHLIe METAILIbE M KaMHK
HOM
CKOT
HPOJYKLIHA
FUpanTHA KpecThAkCKoro obbeauicHus, accounannit
npyroe

A e B W R —

L.10. Kax Bu! B ueJIoM OEHHBACTE PHHANCOROE COCTOSIHNE Bawtero

xo3aicrea?
OTNUYHOE I YNOBRETBOPHTENBHOE 4
xopotuee 2 He 0ueHb IUIoX0e 5
He OUeHb XOpOoWee 3 TJIoX08 6
O4EH, MI0X0E 7

L.10. Kakue y Bac npepniomeHus Ala ynyqmieHus GuuancoBoro
cocTosnun jafixanckux (depmeperux) xosaiicTp?

OTKDHITE ALIOTHOS KPENHTOBAHHE 1
TIOBLICHTE 3AKYTOUHbLE LEHE 2
CHH3UTE LIEHH! Ha MHUHEPANLHbLIE YHOGPEHUS 3

4

BCE BBIUICMEPEHHCNIEHHBIE
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Annex 4
Turkmenistan Leaseholders Survey 2001

AHKETHPOBAHHE
APEHJATOPOBR B KPECTHAHCKOM OFBEXHHEHHH
Koaes
BemasT
Stpan
HaceneHmmsiil DyHxT (Ra3Batnie)
HaspaHuke KpeCThIHCKOTO OGbeIARe HIA
JlaTa nocemeHus: ' .
13219 Mecqn
Hareperioep:
PecOHASHT - apERAATOD /PYKOBOIMTENS APEHAHOIO X034HcTRa
BHA BHYTpHXO3AHCTBEHHOHA apeH bl
CAMOCTOATEITRHAS 8DEHIAR «.vvmnnnnane 1
CeMeHHAaR apeHIR v.mvernnenn 2
KOJUIEKTHBHAA ADEHAA ..ouuvennnn. 3

1. KaxnoMy kpecThaHCKOMY 00bCARACHIIO PHCBAMBAETCS KOA.

2. Kol BeNagTOR 4 3TPANOB, NpH 06CIeJ0BAHAY apeHAATOPOR TAKHE JKe, KaK{e HpH ofcne10BaHNy
JafixaHcxux (epmepciix) xo3aifcys.

3. Ha xaxnoe obcnenyeMoe KpecThInCKoe 00beIMHEH S 1aeTCH KO OyXIanTepeKoro oTeeTa.

KoudHaeHIHATEROCTS
rapaHTHpPYETCH NOMYydaTeIes
HHpOpMaLHH

Crpaunya 1

e



Cexyua A.: CEMbSA

A.l. Ckoneko yenoBex Beero B Bameit cempe?

L T

A.2. Kaxoit coctas Baweii cempu?

YneH CEMBH MO OTHOMMEHHIO K o BO:SIII):TCT, S:: 3(3*0::1;,) Ha 3:::3?:1{0 apenar| pHe apeH,a.::::) xoaﬁi'ifma (*xoza)
' 0f
apeHaaTopy M| XK (*xom) (*xon)
1. Apengatop
2. Kena (Myx)
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
A%
*Koapl 00pa3osaHusg *Koabl 3aHATOCTH
BRICLIIES 1 TIONMHOCTHIO 3EBHATE . eeees snensenrencemcecencenceeneel
HEe3aKOHYEHHOE BbiCiHee 2 YACTHYHO 32HATLH. ...
cpeltiee CrenHanbHoe COBCEM HE BAHATBIH.veverte ccceererrareesnnmescseccs
{TexHHKYM) 3
HpodEeCCHOHAMEHO-TEXHH-
yeckoe (TITY,CIITY) 4 *Pop 3aHATHHA BHE ApeHIb! Kogsi:
oblnee cpeaHee 5 OBOJWTEND, 3AMECTHTEND PYKOBOLHTEIIS NPEANPHATHA 1
HENOJNHOE cpefiHes CrielLHancT CpeIHEro 3BeHa 2
{HEe KOHYHIT IHKOJIY) 6 KeanuduimposauHel it pabouuit 3
yuamiics 7 Hexpanuduurpopanisii pabouni 4
HeT o0pazoBanus 8 Cryxamsit 5
BriGopHeie opradbl MeCTHOTO YTIpasJieHus 6
Jlomoxossitka 7
Tencuonep 8
iy padoty 9
Hpyroe 10
. _A.3. Kakyio D0IokHOCT Bel 3aHHMaIH K0 TOFO KaK CTafid apeHaTtopoM?
B KpecTsAHCKOM OBBEAMHEHHH: MYyK Aena |
paGOTHHK annapaTa ynpasfieHHA 1 1
COEUHMATHCT CpeNHEro 3BeHa 2 2
pabOTHHK NPOH3BOACTRA 3 3
paGoTHHK COLMANEHOR ceprs 4
BHe KpecTEIHCKOrQ 00BEAHHEHNS!
paGoTHHK OPraHOB MECTHOTO YIPABNICHHA 5 5
paborauk apyrix chep 6 6
y4qauHica 7 7
MEHCHOHEP 8 §
RuIyHuf padoty 9 9
apyroe 10 10

W

Crparuya 2

Voo e i
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Cexyua B.: YCJIOBHA APEHALI

B.2. Cxonpko ceMeil BXOAHT B Bawe apennHoe xo:ssu‘»’[ I

B.3. Eci B cocTAB 2peHAHOrO X03AHcTEa BXOIHT HECKONBKO ceMell, TO 110 Kakomy
TIPHHIMITY OHH 0OBeAHHATHCE?

II0 COCTABY MPEXHIX KOMXO3HEIX (COBXO3HEIX) OpUral, 3seHpes 1
O OMHIKMM POACTREHHBIM CBA3AM 2
TIO COCEACKOMY MECTOXHTENECTBY 3
IO ApYTOMY 4
B.4. Yrto Bel apednyete?
3eMINO JJIF IPOM3BOACTRA TORAPHOHU NPOIYKITHK 1 3EMIMIO 1IQ]] KOPMOBbIE KYABTYPH 111 CKOTA 3
ckor 2 3EMIIO H CKOT BMECTE 4
B.5. Ha xaxoii cpox oopmieHa apeHa, ner? Koapt:
3eMIIH I TPOU3BOACTEA ToBAPHOH IPOMYKLIM eXErogHo 1 4r 5
. cKoTa iron 2 5r. 6
3CMUTH TOJ KOPMOBEIE KYIBTYPhI ' FAR 3 o 10 ner 7
3eMITI0 M CKOT BMECTE 3r. 4 cpoime 10 ger 8

B.5.1. O6pabateisacTe Ju BBl ONHHE ¥ Te € apeH/IHBIS 3eMeJIBHBIE YIaCTKU U3 roa B roa?

Ja, 3eMIIA 3aKpeiiea Ha CPOK 8PEHIB 1
Her, 3eM1M nepepacnpele/suoTcs eXeroaHo 2
3emMenbHbIE YIaCTKH MEHMOTCHA, HO HE ©KETORHO 3
B.6. Wmeercs ni y Bac oduiMansabiit AOKYMEHT, ONPEeNeN oMM YCI0BHA APEHIBE? Ia i HeT 2
B.6.1. Ecia [TA, TO KTO BSIAAT 3TOT AOKYMEHT?
PYKOBOIMTENS KPeCThIHCKOTO 00BEAHHEH S 1
KOMHCCHS [0 pedOpMHUPOBAHMIO KPECThAHCKOTO 0ObEMHEHNA 2
opyroe 3
.7. TlpencraBacH Jid B JOrOBOPE apeHMB! IAH aDEHNOBAHHBIX Bamu 3eMernb ¢
OTOOpaKEHHEM [PAHHI 3eMENEHOTO Y9acTKa? xa 1 ger 2
B.8. Ilpy BEEICHMM apeHIHBIX OTHOWEHHH, KeM Pacipenensiics YIacTKH 3emin?
AJMUHECTPAIMESH KPECTHAHCKOTO 00BN HHEHHA 1 ) opyroe 4
Komuccrel kpecThAHCKOrO OGheMMHe U 2 3aTpYAHAIOCE OTBETHTE 3
OBunM cobparHem KPECTEAHCKOrO OObeRHHEHHT 3
B.9. Bout i ¥ Bac Bp160p 3eMebHBIX Y2aCTKOB PH apenae?
HET, APEHAOBAN TO, YTO TPEITOHKFITH { 66112 BOIMOACHOCTE BRIOOpa 3
3eMeNEHEIH YYaCcToK BRI 1O Xkpebuio 2 JATPYOHAIOCH OTBETHTE 4
B.10. 3uaere nu Bl CBOK Hpasa H 0543aHHOCTH Kak apeHaTop? ga 1 Her 2

B.11. Xpome 1orosopa Ha apeHy 3eMIIH HITH CKOT2 C KPECThAHCKUM O0BEIMHEHHEM
¢ keM Bl 3axmounss eme Joropopa?

TKBT "Haixanbank"

Accomuarpa “TypxmeHobaxsizmatr”

Toc. kosauepn "Typkmennarra”

Accoumanus "TyprMenrainaonymnepy” 4

Toc. xoHuepH "TypkMeHaoKyxmus™ 5
Accoumaipia "Typsmenmannaps” 6
Boausiss opramianHasy 7

L B =

B.12. Mpeanucsieaer 14 Bant 70rosop 06a3aTeabHbIE IIOWANY 5reBOB H Hacaxaenui? - (Orverurs e "ga™)
XROIMATHHKE i BHHOTPARHHKOB 4
MUEHHLIBE 2 cagop 3
osowel u Gaxuessix 3 opyruX Kynetyp 6

C -_;;ah'--.:ia 3 o ‘ . ‘{q



B.13. Ilpennuceipaer H Bamw A0rosop 0613aTenbHOE KOMUYECTRO npoxykuuu?

Xnonka-ceipua 1
MUeHHIE 2

0BOUICH H DaxHueBnrX 3
BYHOTpana 4

dpyxroB 5

B.14. Kaxyio npomykino Bl ApOM3BOIHTE 10 AOTOBOpY (apeHms!)?

XIOHOK

ML HHILY

Kaprogiens, OBOIM, Saxgu
BHHOTpal

(Ot™etrTS e "aa")

~ N

B.15, Ha xaxoi nponent BsI BHIIONHMIH CBOH IPOH3BOACTBEHHLIE 0ON3aTENLCTRA 110 AOTOBODY apeBan?

1999 r.
2000 r.

oxwrpaemoe B 2001 r.

B.16, Kakymo npogykinano Ber npemrowns Gut
: KIIOTIOK
HIEHHLY
Kaptodess, oBOLH, SaxaH
BHHOIPaA

ApYTHX KyAbTYD 6
MAca 7
MOSI0Ka 3
HpYToif NPOSYKUMH SKHBOTHOBOACTEA 9
1 PpyxTH
2 - ADYTHE KyAbTYpbl
3 OPOMYKIHIO AKHEOTHOBOACTBA
4
] Kom:

MeHbIme 50% 1

< 50% - 75% 2

75% - 100% 3

100% - 125% +4

125% - 150% 5

Bonbme 150% 6

pOH3BOAKTE?
1 PpyxTHt
2 IpYTHE KyNbTYPH
3 DPOOYKIHIO KHBOTHOBOACTBA
4

B.16.1 Kaxue o6f3arenscTea MPHHIMAET Ha Ce68 aPEHAOAATENE:

HpC,HOCTﬁBJ'IEI-mB B OOJIE30BAHKE 3EMIH

CBOGBPGMGHHOE TipefoCcTaBlICHIe B HEOOXOMUMEIX KOJHYECTRAX PECYpCOB

Mpenocrasnenne kpemura

Berepunaproe ofcnyxupanne

Hposenenne MexanuzupopanHeIx pator

ArpoxuMudeckoe 00Cay HBaHHE APOTHE CEIbXO3BPEeIHTENElH

BbIBO3 NPOAYKUMA Ha 3aTOTOBUTEABHEIE MYKTHI
Pacuet 3a npofaHHyIo APOAYKUHMIO 10 TIPEAbABIEHHIO aDEHAATOPOB

DOKYMEHTOB O NPOJaKe NPONYKLHH

i
2
BOOEI a
MHHEPATBHEIX YROOpe i b
CEMSAH c
IPYTHX PECYPCOB d
3
4
5
6
7
E

B.17. 3Haete nu Bl ckOMBKO CTOMT I Bac arpocepsHcHoe 0Becnedetue, BETOMHASMOE

aArpocepBHCHbIMHE CityxGaMu?

yHOOpeHHA
CpeACTBA 3ALMTH PACTCHHH H Ap. XHMHKATHI

ceMeHa

MEXaHHIHPOBaHHBIC YCTYTH
BETepHHApHEIE YCIYTH

Apyroe

JA HET

CKOJILKO, THIC. MAH,

= RV N

-~

B.18. TTomy4snu siu Bri MaTepHansHO-TEXHHYECKOE CHAGKEHHE MpETHCAHHOE JOrOBOpoM 3a 2000 r.?

A3, TONXYYHI NIORHOCTHIO
TIOSTY ST YACTHYHO

1
2

-

HET, He [OMyYHI 3
TOYHO HE 3HAW 4

B.19. Kakoi pasmep exerofHoH apeHanol ATl RO A0rOBOPY aperabl Ha 2000 r.?

Beero

% oT BanQBOH fIPOYKIHKE

THIC.MAHAT

B T.4.

LLTRYED - OfF

T

Crpanuya 4
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B.20. Crxonbko Bel (axTiriecku yrutatuau B 2000 r. B Biie apesaHoH mnatei?
Bcero % OT BATOROH NMDOMYKLMH TBIC.MAHAT

B T.4.

KpeCTLAHCKOMY 00BEIHHERMIO

B.21. [Hons3osamucs s Bel 8 2000 r. rocyzapcTBeHHBIMH JIBIOTAMY HIH OCYIADCTBEHHOMN
nonepKKoi IpH BEINOIHEHHH padoT 0 AOTOBOPY apeHn?

Ha TpHOOpeTeHMd YAOOPEHMIT M ANOXHMAKATOB 1 Ha TPAaHCHOPDTHRIC pacxombt Jid
cemay 2 NEPEBO3KH MPOTYKLHH M peCypCoB 4
Ha MPOBEACHHE MEXAHU3HPOBAHHEX padoT 3 Ha kpeauTe! T KBT " ajixasbanxa” 3

B.22. HMsmenwack nv SKOHOMHYECKan CHTYald & Bamell ceMbe HoCIS BREACHNA APEHIHBIX OTHORISHHIA?
-~

CHTYaliys B UENOM YXySIIIach 1 BCE OCTATOCH 083 H3MeHeHH it 3
CHTYALHA B HeJIOM YIyqIIHIach 2

B.23. Hsmenmica nu Bam BuTepec Kk pafoTe moce TOro, kak Bel crams pabotaTh Ha BHYTpHXO3gicTREHHOH aperae?

cHuswiicd 1 HOBBICHNCH 2 He 3MeHMIICS 3

B.24. B 4em nposasnsieTca Bama caMoCTOATEIEHOCTD, KaK apeHnatopa?  * (orMmetsTe rae "OA™)

BLIPAILMEAIO YTO XOHY 1 B BO3MOKHOCTH MOAYYCHHA HAHKOBCKHX KPSIATOB
YTAPABIAID CBOHM COOCTBCHHEIM TPYAOM 2 B CaMOCTOATENLHOM COTPYAHHYECTBE © CEPBHCHRIMM CiyRbamu
B 3aKyTIKe JUI1 ce0g CpencTB NPOH3BOACTEA 3 B CAMOCTOSTEALHOM PACNOPAKEHHH PE3YALTATAMH CBOETO 1pyaa
B cOLITE IPOH3BEACHHON IPOXYKIMHM 4 CAMOCTOATEIBHOCTE HE NPOSBIICTCA
B HalIM9KH CBOero JaHKOBCKOIo cuera 5

W o~ N

B.25. Wneer M apeHaa NPHEMYIHECTBO 00 CDABHEHHIO ¢ KOJUIEKTUBHOH (ropMOH xo34diicTBoBaRHA?
Aa 1 Her 2 SATPYHAHAIOCH OTBETHTH

B.25.1. Ecii HET, 1o nouemy? (yxaxnTe 0Oy Haubomee BaKHYIO 710 BamieMy MHEHIZO TPHIHHY)

TPYAHOCTH C peassalmell npoaykoes 4
Manas COlIMaTsHAA JANHIHCHAOCTE 5
Jpyroe 6

-

(]

HE BIpKY OONBIMOH pasHHLk!
CHIDKaeTcA AOXOM Ha OfHOro paboTHHKA
TPYIHOCTH CO CHaGKEHHEM U TEXHHKOH

LY B

CTpakuua "~



o
>

O
h

:

»]
B

Cexyua C.; 3EMJIETTIOJIB30BAHHE

Kakopa romans 3emensb, 3akperuieHHsX 3a Bamu (BauimM X03HCTBOM) NO 10rosopy aperant?

1 Beero 3
2 B TOM QHCIIE OPOMIAcMble Ta
a RailHA ra
b cagbt ra
c BHHOTPAAHHKH ra
3 HeOpOINAacMbie YTOARS ra
4 NPOYHE 38MIH ra
Moxete i Bel yBepeHHO MOKA3aTh HA MECTHOCTH MPAHHIGl APEHAOBAHHEIX 3EMENTE 110 Y4acTRam?
ma 1 TTOK&KY, HO HE TO9HO 2
He MOy TIOKa3aTk, IOTOMY YTO [PaHMIEI YCHOBHEE 3 HET He Mory 4
Ha xakoM cpenHeM pacTOAHMY HAXOOWTCA Bama apeHIoBaHHas 3eMilA OT MECTa KHTETECTBA?
1-# yaacTox |:| 2-# y9acToK l:} 3-# yqacroD
Koarr:
MeHBIE 3-X KM 1 - ¢B. 10-7 1o 20-# K 4
CB. 3-X 0 5-H KM 2 ¢B. 20-u no 40-1 M 5
CB. 5-1 00 10-1 kM 3 ¢B. 40 KM 6
VYeepens! ;u Bel, 9To B Oymymes romy Bsr 6ynete o0pabaTeiparh Te e 36MIM KaK H B 3TOM?
a1 HeT 2 3aTPYIHAOCH OTBETHTE 3
JoBoREHEL TH BEL KadecTBOM HCNOAB3YeMOit BaMy aennm? ma 1 Her 2
[poeondrca nd MerHOPaTHBHEE P200oThI Ha apeHaoBaHHoH Bamu 3emie?
m 1 Her 2
Eenu JIA, TO KTO ¥X NPOBOAKT?
gcam 1 rocyaapcteo 3
KPECTLAHCKOE OUBEHHHEHHE 2 Apyrie 4
Xotare nu BBl yRenuuATS APSHAHYIO IIOHANST? ma 1 ger 2
Ecnu AA, T0 Ha CKONBKO? ra
B TOM YHCIIE [AEAA ra
Tlouemy Bal XoTHTE YBENUYIHTSE [UIOMHAID 2PEBIHEIX 3eMEAL?
{yraxarre oiHy Haabonee BaKHYO NPHYHHY)
HOXOJ € 3eMEABHOI0 Y4aCTKA HEAOCTATOUEH B NPOKHTOTHOIO MHHHMYM2 CEMBH 1
ApPOH3BOACTBO HA MANOH MUIOWALH HE BEINOAHO 2
HYXHO BeCTH ceBooBopoT 3
HYRHA 3eMIA JU9 BAIPAIIHBAHKS KOPMOB IS XHBOTHEIX 4
HMEIOTCA CBODOIHBIE HE 3aHATHIE B TPYAE, WIEHH CEMBH 3
Jpyroe 6
ApeHposas e B 3eMim ¥ pansme? ma 1 Her 2
Ecnu JA, To GhiTH JIH 3TO Te e YHaCTKH, KOTOphle Bri apeHxyeTe ceifgac?
ma 1 Her 2

Oxupaete oy Bet, 4ro Banm apeunnsiit yuactok Dyaer nepegan Bav ua mpaga cobceTaeHHOCTH?

ma 1 Her 2 3aTPYAHAIOCE OTBETHTL 3

Ecau JA, To xorga no Bawemy 310 npon3soiiser?
CrpaHuua 6

5]



B 2001 rony
B 2002 rony
B 2003 roay

W N -

Crpatuua 7

AoZHe
3aTDYIHAIOCEH OTBETHTE



C.11.  Kro Syner pewuats s0fpoc nepeayy apeHIHBIX YIaCTKOB Ha Mpasa COGCTBEHHOCTH?
Hpesugent TypkvedscTana
T'ocynapcTBeHHas KOMHCCHSA N0 IPOBEACHINO 3eMENbHOT pedopMbl
XAKMM JTpana
Ciry«0a o 3eMenbHBIM pecypcaM Muncensxosa
PyKOBOJMTENb KPECTLAHCKOrO O0beHHEHHA
BHYTPEHHAR KOMHCCHA KPECTBAHCKOTO 00be IMHEeH R
BHeIDHAT KOMHCCHS OPIaHOB MECTHOH BiacTH
Odbwiee codpaHie YIEHOB KPECTARCKOIO 00bEAHHEHHS
Hpyroe
3aTpyAHAIOCH OTBETHTE

o= - RN o SV TR N

C€.12. Ilpeanonaraete g Bel B Gymymem opramioBaTb cBoe jaiixaHckoe (depmepckoe) XO3AHCTBO Ha OCHOEE

nepefady apeHNHBIX 3EMENRD B COBCTREHHOCTR?
ma 1 Her 2 3aTPYAHAIOCH OTBETHTE 3

Lo _ -paHuya 8 \,vg:—} N
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Cexuua D.: PECYPCHI M1 YCIIYTHA

D.1. CKoJIBKO MECAIes B rofy 3aHATH B BaileM apesiHoM xo3aiicTae?

Mecsn:
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 i1 12 | Hroro
1.B&l camu '
Yneusi Banet ceMbH:
2.
3.
4,
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
Hroro

Haemurle pabOTHHKH:
1. -

2.

3.

4.

5. : ' .
HTtoro ; ;

BCETO

D.2. Kaxne mpoH3BOACTBEHNRIE pecypehi Bol apentyere?

XUBOTHOBOIHECKHE NOMCIHEHHA 1 aBTOTPAHCAOPT
ApYyTHe NMPOXIBOACTBEHHEIS NOCTPOHKH 2 MPOK3BOACTBEHHEIH HHBEHTAPD
CENBCKOX03AHCTBCHHYHO TEXHHKY 3 ApyTOe

P.3. Kaxye mpoH3BOACTBEHHEIE pecypesl Brl mMeeTe B INTHON coBCTBEHHOCTR?
HBOTHOBOMUECKHE [TOMEIISHUA 1 aBTOTPAHCIIOPT
Npyrye IpOM3BOLCTBEHHEIE NOCTPOHKH 2 OpOM2BONCTECHHELH HHBEHTADD
CENMBCKOXO3ANCTBEHHYIO TEXHHKY 3 Ipyroe

.4. KTo OpesocTaBiser HEOOXOAMMEIE DECYPCHI M OKA3HIBAET YCAYTH N4 apeHIHOIO xo3ditcTsa?

{VK2RUTE IJIABHOrG NOCTABIHKA)

CemeHa, paccana, CaXeHIIs YeuIyrH 1o BBIMOIHEHHIO
Kopwma MeXarH3HpOBaHHBIX paboT
MoONOOHAK CKOTA ¥ MTTHLIE! 3ooBernpenapartsl
OpraHuyeckHe YIoOpens BertepHrapHOE 00CHYXHBaHHE
MusepansHele YEoOpeHu CrpoiivarepHankt

CpencTBa 3auIHTh! PACTeHHE CTpouTeNLHEIE YCITYTH
Texuuka U 0GopyAOBaHHe DREKTPOIHEPTHA

PeMoHT 1 00CIy»HBaHHE ABTOTpaHCHOPTHEIE YCIIYTH
3anuacry . Yaer i $HHAHCOBBIE PACYCTH
Fopiode-cMa30uHbIE MATEpHANbE KOHCYMHTAUHM ¥ CICLMATUCTOR

Kopsr:
rOCYHAPCTBEHHBIC OPraHH3aH i MPOM3BOLMM CAMH 4
KpecThAHCKOE O0LeNMHeH e 2 OPYTHE HCTOZHMKH 5
YaCcTHBIC JHLA K KOMMepueckue HpME 3 poofine He npRoOpeTaeM 6
Crpanuua 8 LT
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D.5. Kak Br! onenuBaeTe npejocTapfsieMble PECyPCEl ¥ yoryru? (ZaHTe OoHY FIABHYIO NPHYHIHY)

CemeHna, paccaza, CaXKeHLb!

Kopma

MonopsaxK CKOTa M ITHLA

Opranuzeckye yoobperua

MuusepansHheie yaoOpenns

Cpeicraa 3aLiT5! pacTeHHil

Texnnxa u obopygoBaHue

PeMOHT H 00CIyKHBaHUE

3amuacTH

Foproye-cMa30uBbie MaTEPHATEL

HeT BhibOpa, Depy, 4T0 JaroT 1
BBICOKHE LIEHE!

YCIyrH no BEINOMHEHHIO
MEXAHH3IHDOBAHHLIX paboT
3ooBeTnpenaparst
BerepHHapHoe 00cTyxHBaHue
Crpoiimarepnasnst
CTpouMTeNIsHBIE YCITYIH
DNeKTpO3HEpPris
ABTOTPaHCIOPTHBIE YCAYTH
YdaeT ¥ QHHAHCOBRIC pacHeT
KoHcynbrauss y cieliHaaucTos

Koner:
OTCYTCTBHE B CBOOOMHOMH Mpodase
Y MEHA HET BO3MOKHOCTH M3IMEHUTD HCNONHHTENS YCAVT 4

D.6. [loBoAbHBI M Bbl B HEIOM YCITYTaMH H PECYPCaMH, TIPEAOCTABIIEMbIMY KPECTBAHCKIM

o0neMHHEHHEM H CTY:)0aMH APYTHX OpraHM3aLui?

1. I'oc.xounepr "TypxmeHmarta”

2. Acconmarma "TypkMeHrazaoHymiIepu'”
3. Accommauma "Typxkmesmaniapsr”

4. Acconpanus "TyprmenoOaxsizMar”

5. TKBT "Haifixanbasx"

‘/{I-J:LA; 2 - HET; 3 - HE [IOJIB3YIOCh

3 6. EPYTHE rOC. OPraHA3aIHH 1O
g 7. KPECThAHCKHE 0OBE UHEHHA g
R 8. KOMMepYeckue GpUpMBI 00
O O 9. qacTHbIe JinLla O
1 10. npyrue 1

"\

\

Ecnu HET. to no xarxo#l npHyHKe;
(nafiTe ogHY IIABHYI0 IPHYHHY)
HECBOCBPEMEHHOE MCTIOIHEHHUE
HH3KOE€ Ka9ecTBO YCIYT
BOJIOKHTR
OYEHB BBICOKHE HEHE
OosnbImKe 2aTpPaThi BpEMEHH

npyroe

L N

[ SR ]
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Cexyua E.: NIPOU3BOACTBO B APEHAHOM XO38HCTRBE

E.1. Yen Bol 3aHHMaeTeCh B CBOEM 2pEHAHOM XO3aicTRE?

TOIBKQ DACTEHHEBOACTBOM
TOABKO WHBOTHOBOICTBOM
H TEM H IDYVTHM

Ecnu Brl He 3aHuMagTech KUBOTHOBOICTBOM B apeHaHom xoasicree (Hormoyan JITX), 1o nouemy?

3EMJLI BELASIEHA 11O LENEBOMY HA3HAYCHUIO
HE BBIMQOHO
HEAOCTATOK KOPMOB

HEOOCTATOK 3EMITH

LT VERN S e

TPYRHOCTH CO CHAOKEHHEM H TEXHUKOH
HET XefauHs

HET BDEMEHI

apyroe

E.2, Kakue kynsTypst Bol BHpaninBany Ha apenaHOM yiactke B 2000 r.?

Hassaune xyneTyp Inousaas, Beero  |Tlpubtinero IpenzBoactso s 2001r. By
cobpano, |am 3107 cobupaeTecs...
1-yBeanynTs
2-CoKpaTHTE
1-7a 3-OCTaBHTE HA DpPewH. ¥YpOBHE
{ra) {1 2 - HeT 4-3aTPVANHAIOCH OTBETHTL
1. 3epHoBHIE
a) NueRKna .
§) suMeHb
B) KYKYpY3a Ha 3eDHO
T} pHC
2. X0m4atHHEK
3. Osonty
4. Baxuenpie
5. Kaprodens

6. Kopmossle kopaennonst

7. Kyxypysa Ha cuioc H 3e-
JICHBH KOpM

8. OaHoneTHHE H MHOTOJIETHHE
TPABH

9. OpPYKTE! H ArOMR

10. Bunorpag

11, Tennuier 4 Napsuky

a) OBOIIM

©) WwHTpYCOBEIE

B) UBETHI

E.3. Tlonyuans n Bst Boly B HeoDxomuMbe cpoky B 2000 .2 aa 1 Her 2
E.4. Tlomyyami i Bul Bogy & HeofX0zuMOM KoTruecTse 8 2000 .2 Az 1 Her 2

E.5. CxOABKO NOMHBOB MPOBOMHITH ?

E.6. Kaxoe xomuuectso sofs Bu Acnons3osamy & 2000 r.?

Ha XJOMYaTHHKE

HA MIneHHUe

Ha osoie-Gaxyennix
Ha KOPMOBBIX

[

E.7. Kakue Bogusie HCTOUHNKKH Bat dcnonssyere na opomenue?

BHYTPHXO3AHCTBEHHAA OPOCHTEALHAA CETE

CKBAWHHE, KADHIH, POAHHKH
’ Apyroe

Lo

E.8. Komy npunannexut ofopynoBanue, HCIOTbIyeMoe UI% Opowwenus?

KPECTHAHCKOMY 00 beqHHER IO
BOROXO35HCTBEHHOH opranualuy

MOA coDCTBEHHOCTE

e bbb

Apyroe

Crpannya 10 - - .
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E.9. KTo opranusyeT JKCIUTyZIaUHI0 BHYTPHXO3AHCTBEHHBIX OPOCHTEAbHBIX CETER?

CaMH APEHAATOPH 1
KpPeCTbAHCKOE OObEAHHEHHE 2
BOAOXO3AHCTBEHHAR OPrAHH3AUHA 3
Apyroe 4
E.10. TInarinu au Bt 33 nonszosatue sogo B 2000 1.2 xa 1 Her 2
E.10.1 Ecnu J(A, 10 cxonbko? ThiC.MaHaT| |
E.11. KakoBa 4MC/IEHHOCTS %HBOTHBIX B Baimey apeHIHoOM xo3aficTee?
Bulip! KHBOTHEBIX, ATHIA Ha Ha4ano apedjsl, roJIoB Ha MoMeHT onpoca, FOI0B
KPYTIHBIH DOrarelii CKOT
B T. Y. KOPOBH
CBHHbBH
OBLBT H KO3BI
nowmani
OTHLE
BepOMIOIE!
E.12. Kakas CTPyXTypa KOpMOB HCIONB3YeTCA Bamu U KHBOTHBIX B ADEH/IHOM X033HCTBE, %7
{ykaxute 1 rAaeHbl HCTOURHK)
%
1. nacrouima i
2. 3eNeHEIE H COYHBIC KOpMA
3. ceno
4. 3epHO
5. kombHKopMa
E.13. M3 KaKHX RCTOYHHKOB BBI IomyuaeTe kopma?
1. nacTbrua
2. 3eAeHBIC H COUHBIE KOPMa Kozst:
3. ceHo NIPOH3BOAMTE CAMH 1
4. 3epHO BBUAEIACT KPECTEAHCKOE OOBEAMHEHHE 110 AOFOBOPHBIM UCHAM 2
5. xoMOAKOpMa npuodpeTaes K3 APYTHX HCTOUHHKOB 3

E.14. Kakoe KOMHUCCTBO 3eMH BELICHEHO BaM B apeHIy ANA MPOHIBOACTBA KOPMOB HOA apEeHIOBAHHEIH cKOT?

E.16. HocraTouso My Bas 3emni A NPOH3BOACTEA KOPMOB H CONCPH@HMA CKOTA B ATHYH?

E.15. Ha kaxofi cpox?

E.16.1 Ecnu HET, Ha cxonsko XOTeAH Osf YRETHUHTH?

aa 1

Y

b

HET

E.17. KaKyio H CKObKO MPOAYKIUHH KHBOTHOBOACTBA BS! NPOM3BOLHITH B ADEHAHOM xoasiicree B 2000 1.2

[{pon3BOICTBL, KT.

TpuGsLTEHO NH 3107

Tpou3sozcTEo %ero Bu cobx-

{MAcO - *KBOH BEC) ma-1 paereck B 2001 T.
Her-2 I-yBeanunTs
2-coxpaTHTs
3-OCTABHTEL H2 NPEAH. YPOBHE
4-3aTPYIHAOCE UTBETHTE
Msco
Monoxo
Sua (THC.IT.)
Llepers
Kapakyns, 10T,

Koxcbiphbe, WIT.

T CrpaHuga 11



E.18. Kakos cpeamuit rofosoit Hagoi Mo0Ka H2 QY KOPOBY B apeHIHOM xo3alicTse g 2000 r.?

ro sorosopy apenasi ]

E.19. Kaxas aHHEHOCTHOCTE ORHOH KyPHULI-HECYIUKH B apEHIHOM Xo3aHcTse B 2000 r.?
o sorosopy apentl - ur]

dacecsn] ]

gasrnsec__—ur]

E.26. Komy npuuaiiexut apeHanelit ckot? KPECTHAHCKOMY OOLERHHEHHIO I
Accouuauns "Typrenmatiaps” 2
Apyroe 3
E.21. Kak BEl paccunTsiBaerech 3a apeHay CKOTA C apeHaoaaTenem?
Hos/Cruma

{OT co3aaHKorO MpogyxTa)

TTepesaio vacTs MOMORHAKA. ..

%

Bobiiens:o 9acTs XHBOTHOBOTIECKOMH NPONYKLIHH
B HATYDAIBHOM BHIE

%

Briienssio yacTs #HBOTHOBOAYECKOH IPOAYKIIHHA
[0 HeHaM HIDKE DHIHOYHBEX B JEHESKHOM DAacYeTe

%

Biinnaunsaro TBEPAYIO apEHINYRO IIATY ACHBFAME TO
KOAHHYECTBY OMI0B

TRIC.MZHAT 33 rQI08Y

00 3 & O

Hpyroe

3

E.22. TIpeaycMatprpaercs nx B Bainem apeHaHoM JOrOBOPE YBENHNUCHHE HOMOA0BLA CTana?

ga 1

%]

HET

ro:os)

E.22.1. Ecau "JA", To Ha cxOABKC B rogy? % [

e Croanuya 12 o -



Cexyua F.: PEAJTM3ATIAS DPOAYKIIMMA APEHIHOI'O XO3STHCTBA

F.1. Kak, ri1asnsiv 00pa3oM, OprasisoBana Peasiusaluds POJYKLHU aDEHIHOTO X03aiicTBa?

3aHHMAOCE CaM peanysanued] GoNBIIBHCTRA NPOIYKIH l
Repenato NPOIYKUMIO KPECTLAHCKOMY 00LEAHHERITO 2
CRAI0 NPOTYKIHIO rOC3aroTOPraHH3aLMAM N0C/e YOOPKH ypoiKas B COOTBETCTBHH C I0TOBOPOM 3
FOCYNapCTBEHHEIE 32arOTOBHTEIIbHbIE OPraHU3aLHH CaMH YOHPAIOT H YBO3AT yposaif 4
Apyroe 3
F.2. Peanuzauus MpoJyKUWH TPOHIBEAEHHON HO OTOBOPY apeHas! B 2000 r.
S KomaecTBO MOXYKUMH Tnapupiit |Hwmeere au
Bcero {TlotpeOneno | Ilpoaano, (xr.) | kamam |sosmoxBocTs
npeu3ee- BHYTDH peamH- | subopa no-
OeHO XO03AHCTBAE, 3aUMH  [xymatens
(M. I1. E2 | cembH (xkr.) {*xom) Ja-1,
HE17) Hert - 2
1. 3epHo 1!
a) MuUeHHLIA j:]
0) TUMeHs D
B) KyKypYy3a Ha 3epHO 1
T) pHC D
2. Xnonok-ceiper] D
3. Opoion i L]
4. bax4epsle i 1
5. Kaprodens |
6. KOpMOBEIE KODHETLIO Mk ]
7. KykKypy3a Ha CHIOC U
3eNEHBIH KOpM ]
8. CeHo opBONETHIX U
MHOTDJIETHHX TPAB ]
9. Tlpoune kopMa L]
10. Opyrcrs: v sTOAB L]
11. Busorpaz ! [_i
12. umpycossie L
13. Lierst U
14. Msco .|
15. Monoko ; C]
16. S#iua, TeIC.IOT i ]
17. Ilepcts D
18. Kapaxyms ]
19. KoxcEphe 1 O]
*Ionrl KAHAN0B PEATH3AUAH
rOCYHNAapCTBEHHBIE 3ar0TOBHTEMLHBIE OPTaHIBAMA 1
tiepepabaTHBAIOIINE OPSIOpHATHA 2
norpefkoonepaipii 3
KOMMeEpYECKHE NPEANPHATHA H 3ar0TOBHTEM 4
KPecTBAHCKOE 00BeIHHEHHE 5
cBobofHad mpofaka 6
Ipyrue 7

Crpanuya 13
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E3.

Ects tn TpyasocTn B peanusamm npoayxums apeHnsoro xossiictsa o MEPEYHCTEHHBIM

NpidHH 3a-1

Her -2

HeceoespeMenHsie
BEIIUIATRI 33 IPOJAH-

HYEO TIPOIYKIIHEO

UeHs! Ha npoayx-
LHIO CITHUIKOM
HH3KHE

Tpyauo
HaHTH no-

Kynarens |nusausm

Tpyaso aoctasmrs npo-
AYKIHIO K MECTY pea-

HApyroe

1. 3epHo

a) muneHnna

0) Tumens

T

B) KYKYPY3a Ha 38pHO

I') pHe

2. Xnonok-crper

. Opomn

-0

. baxuestie

. Kaprogens

N [n

. CeHo MHOTONIETHHX Tpas

. lIpoase xopma

. OPYKTHI # Arompt

. Buuorpan

E,DDDD

dﬂmmd ddqdmm

[=29 5= -0 DN

- KopMoBHIe xopHennoms!

|

- Kyxxypysa ua cunoc
3EJCHBIH KOpM

8. Ceno omioneTH 1
MHOTONETHHX TpaB

9. ITpoune xopma

10. ©pyxTH! M ATOIEI

11. Busorpan

12, Iutpycosbie

13, Ieets!

14. Msco

15. Moaoko

16. Aiina, Teic. T

17. Hlepers

itte

18. Kapaxyns

19. Koxcripre

Ao | deamﬂqﬁmda

N dmudﬁ oo

Ao o

qu dmﬂd 0[O qﬂdmmqqq u
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Cexyua G.: JOXOIBI, ®PIHAHCBI, YPOBEHL XKHU3HH

G.1. TIpiMepHEIC JeHEKHBIE ZOX0MBI H pacxogsl Bamero apengHoro xo3giicrea B 2000 1.

C.,ooloaa 15

CratsH QOXOHOB H PACXOA0B THIC.M3BaT
TloCTymHAO OEHET OT peanH3atEn MPOTYKIFE, BCCTO
H3pacxonoBaro HA OIPOH3BOACTBEHHEIE HYXKIbI, BCELD
B TOM YHCIE. OIIaTa TPYIa
APEHAY 3CMITH
apeHly OPOAYKTHEHOIO CKOTa
apeRay APYIHX CPEACTE NPOH3BOACTBA
MCXAHKIATOPHEIE padoThl
ABTOTPAHCIIOPT
MHHEpaIbHBIE Yao0perns
XFMMEKATHE JUTA 3aN0ETEL PACTCHAH
KopMa
CeMeHa
BETCPHEADHBIC YCIIYTH H IPEIAPATH
BOOA
NPOYEE 3aTPATHL
Hanory # orymcienas
Urcrsr AcHexmEpil DOX0T :
G.2. Kaxoif pon 3aHATH ¥8I%CTCA HONONHKTENGHED ACTOMEHKOM JoX0aa Bamek cevnu?
KOBDOTKA4YECTEO 1
BEOOTMBAHHE 2
HOMHE OJEHIH 3
HEpBHYHAA NMepepa0oTKa 0BOIEH, PPYKTOB, BEHOIPa3a 4
TOHYADHOE Je510 5
PEMOHTHO-CTPOHTEILHEIE PAOOTHL 6
H3TOTOBJCHHE CTOIAPKBIX H3ACTHIT H MeeTd 7
JHYHOE MOACOOHOE XO34IHCTEO 8
KOMMEDUYECKAS JeATEIBHOCTE 9
npo4Eil PO 32HATH 10
(3. TIprmvepHsni wwcTEi DEHEWHBH J0x0x Bameii cesmsa s 2000 r.
CTaThd JOXOA0B H PACXON0B THIC.MAHAT
Beero
B TOM MMCIE!
HHCTRIH JOXOA OT APSHIHOT0 X037HCTRA
3apONATa, HONYUCHHAA B AD. HOAPA3NEICHHAX H IPSINPHEATRIX
wHCTEL 70x08 ot JITTX
TICHCHHA
COIMANLHAA MOJACPIKKA
YHCTEIH JOXOJ OF JOMONHATEIBERIX 32HATHH
TIPOHHE JOXOIBI
G.4. Benere ym Bal Gyxraarepckuil yHeT IO apeHIHOMY XO3iCTBY? a1
HeT 2



G.5. KT0 NIpencTasifeT CHeAYIONIHE COUMANBHEIC TEIOTHE M YCIYTH?

ECIH NMTOIVIAETE. TO KTO

HauMeHoBaHHES IBTOT H YCAYT

4 - apvrue

JIbroTt npeaocrasader

nycayri: |1 - roCyZapcreo M MECTHRIC BIRCTH
noayyaio - 1 |2 - mpodoro3rag oprammanas
Her - 2 3 - KpecTBARCKOS OOBCINHEHAS

TICHCHA

nocobue HA JeTel

JISTOTHL IP¥ HOCEIICHWH NETEMH JOMKONBHEIX YIPEKICHHH

JBI0THI MTPE MOCCINCHHE NSThMH TIKOIERL

{40CTaBKa B K\IKOy, CECOEATHEIE 3aBTPAKH)

CTHIICHIHH CTYACHTAM

NOMOINE B CTPOHTEIBCTBE H PEMORIC HIHIEBA, XO3UOCTPOCK

CHAOKCHNE TOILIHBOM

leO,’.'iOBOJII:CI'BHC IO JLIOTHRIM HEHAM

JIBTOTHBIE KOMYHAIBHBIC YCIYTH

OKA3aH¥e MEIHIMHECKOR NOMOm (IPOPATAKTHYECKHS
OCMOTPE], TEKAPCTEA HA IBIOTHRIX YCNOBHSX H T. 1)

JBTOTHAHIC NYTEBKY B CAHATOPHH, 0235l OTORXA

TOJIB30BAHHE BEAOMCTBCHHBIM JKATBEM

TPAHCIOPTHEIE YCAYTH .

G.6. Hmeer xx Bame xo3aiicTBo WiE Bama ceMbs 0aTH?
3BTOTOBHTEILHBIM OPTAHKIALTNM
CEPBHCHEIM OPTAHH3ALMAM K IOCTABIIHKAM CHAOMEHHEA K yCIyT

IT'KET "daitxanbanxy”

ApYTENM OaHRAM

KPeCTHAHCKOMY O0BEAMHEHETO

YACTHEIM JIHOAM (POOCTBEHHHKAM, 3HAKOMEDM, COCEAM)

Apyroe
G.7. Hveer 11 Bama ceMbs SEHEKABIE COCPEKEHRAT Aa I
G.8. IpemocTasnsics i Bas KDEFHET A7 BEACHEA apEHIHOTO X03siicTsa B 2000 aa 1

[op!

8.1 Ecma JA, TO yKKHTe...

|

CYMBY, MITH. MaHAT
CPOK (MECHIIR)
cpemmEeit TO0B0H TPONEHT

G.9. Ilocrarouer M ULt Bac NpeaoCTaBICHEb KpeTuT? m 1
G.9.1. Ecme HET, 10 ¢x06x0 BaM EY)KHO, Ha KakOH CPOK H 10/ KaKoi IPOLEHT?
Cyssa

CPOK
IPHEMICMEIH CCYITHBIH HPOUEHT

G.10. Xpanure 17 Bul CBOGOMHEIE ASHBIH HA ACNO3ATEBIX CYETAX KOMMEDYECKHX GarKoB?
a1

G.10.1. Ecmu "JIA", 10 nox xaxoi mponeHt ?

R

w1 O

HET

HET

2
2

%

HET

t

geT 2

%]

G.11. K10 H CKOMLKO JeHEr nopkeH Bamel ceMbe Ha AaHHEGE MOMEHT?

1 -TKET " aiixanbauk", MiTH. MAHAT

2 - rOCYRAPCTBHEHHEIE 3ATOTOBHTENM C/X MPOJYKIHH, MTH MAHAT
3 - KOMMEPYCCKHE TOPTOBG-3aKYIIOYHEIE OPTAHF3ANHH, MIH. MAHAT
4 - nepepabaToBAIOIHE TPEANPEATHS, MTH MAHAT

5 - waCTHHIE THIA, MIH MAHAT

6 - KPECTHLAHCKCE O0BEIAHCHHE, MITH MAHAT

7 - OpYTHE, MITH. MaBaT

Crpannua 16
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G.12. Vxaxwure riasssii HCTOMHEK, H3 KOTOPOTO, B CiyHac HeoDX0auMOCTy, Bl Mormi Osf 32R%TE JeHsTH?

B DaHke 1

¥ KPECTEAHCKOTO QOBCAHHCHHS 2

¥ MepepalaTHBAIOHEEX PSP HATHI 3
B KOMMEDUECKHX CTPYKIYPax 4
Opyroe 5

HET TAKOTO HCTOYHHKA 6

G.13, Kaxue noTpeGHOCTH BB MOXETE YA0BICTBOPHTD 32 CHET JAONOAOB CeMBH?
JeHeT He XBATAET JAKE HA HTAHHE
JICHET XBATAET TOMBKO HA MHTAHNE H YIOBAETBOPEHHE NOBCEHEBHBIN HY/KI
XBATAET HA YAOBICTBOPCHNHE OBCETHEBHBIX HY/ H NOKYTIKY ORCKIH,00¥BH H T.I.
H2 CETOHAIIHEN TeHE MATEPHAIBHELX TPY.JHOCTEH He HCOBITHBACH

G.14. Cromeko AeHer, o BameMmy MHeHEO, HeoOxommo 3apabaremats #a Baory
CEMBEO B MECHY], WIOOEI HOPMAIBHO JHTE (HA MOMEHT ONpoca)?

G.15. Pery/pHO /M KDECTHAHCKOES 00BEHECHEE HITH IPYTHE NOTPCOHTE/ B MPOAYKITHH
PACCHHTRIBAOTCA ¢ BaME 32 CHAHHYXO NPOAYKLHIO? az 1

(G.15.1 Fcrm HET, To CROMBKO MECATICE K HACTOSIIEMY BPEMEHH MIHTCA 3anepsa’

W

MTH. MAHAT)

BET

mec. |

G.16. CxonbKo MECAIICE K HACTOSHICMY BPEMEHH IICHCHOHEPE Bamel ceMbn
HE MOJIYyYaTH DEECHIO? '

G.17. Kax u3mermics Bam sxaiHeHEEIH YPOBCHS 32 NOCNEAHEe 3 rofa? YAyIImsIcs
YXYRHICE

HE HIMEHIIICR

3&TPY.IHAHOCH OTBETHTD

G.18. Kax, no Bamenmy MHEHHIO, H3MEEHTCA MATEPHATHROC HOOKeHHe Bameit
cembH B Grmpkaiinme 2 - 3 roga? YAYIOHATCH
YXYAMHTCA
HE I3MEHHTCA
3TPYXHAKICEH OTBETHTD

G.19. TI'ze mpoxxEBaet Bama cepba? B OTASABHOM FA0ME
B KBADTHPE ABYX-IPEX ITAKHOIO JOMa
B ERAPTHPS MHOTOITLKEOIO I0MA

APYTHE

G.20. Koy mpuHAZREKET Bam J0M HIH KBapTHpa? COOCTBEHHOCTD CEMBE
COBCTBEHHOCT KPECTHARCROIO OOhCHECHHS

CODCTBEHHOCTS ADYTOrQ HpSIIPHATES

COOCTBEHHOCTE OPIAROB MECTHOH BIACTH

COOCTBEHHOCTS APYTOTO YACTHHEA

Apyroe
G.20.a Obecneyes ym Bam nom (xeapTapa)?
| Komm:: na - 1 ACTHYHO - 2 HeT - 3 |
1 - ra300poOBOAOM 3 - anexTpoIHEeprHei
2 - razoM ] 4 - MOXBEITHEDME JOpOTa)
G.21. Cobmpacrecs M BEI CTPOATE HOBEEA JOM B TEUCHHH HOCTEAYIOMIMX JBYX AeT?
) aa
7 ReT
3ATPYAHSIIOCH OTBETHTD

G.21.a Kakue H3 HIDKENEpE : MCICHHBIX CPEICTB HMEETE B COOCTBCHHOCTH?

asToMo0ms - 1 TEEBM30p - 3 pamuo - 5
XONOAHABHHK - 2 KOMITBEOTED - 4 tenedon - 6
JSTpatl: .

ec. |

g L N = din L) b
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G.22. Eciu Bas NpeoCTaBaT 3eMii0 B COOCTBEHHOCTS, TO COOMPAETECH j1¢ BHI B TeueHiH MOCAE TYIOTRX

IBYX 1eT B BameMm xo3siicree?
NPHOOPETATE CEbCKOXO3AHCTBEHHYK) TEXHHKY
mpHOOpeTaTs Patourti M MPONYKTUBHELT CKOT
BO3BOIHTE XO3AHCTBEHABIC NOCTPOIEH
33KIATRBATE MHOTOACTHHE HACHKICHHA
APHOOPETATs rofOpYI0BAHKE A nepepaboTkH
PacUMpATS OPOCHTE/ILHYIO CETh 3 IPOBOIHTE APYTEE METHOPATHBHEIE PAGOTEL
HENATE APYTHE XO3AHCTBCHHEEIC HHBECTHITH

G.23. Yro morito Obr CymeCTBEEHO NOBTAITS Ha YAyumenne Bameit sxmsmm?
{OTMETHTL OfHY CaMYI0 MIABHYIO HPIHYHHEY)
BO3MOXKHOCTD IPONABATE KOHTPAKTYEMYI0 HPOAYKUHMIO O PEIHOYHEDS HEHAM
BO3MOMKHOCTE CEMOCTOATENBHO PEMIATE, YTO HPOH3BOIMTE B APCHAHOM XO3MCTRE
CO3AAHHE YaCTHOIO (PEPMEPCKOTo X034HCTEa Ha
Oase Bamero apesanoro xozaicTsa
TIOBSHNEHHE OILIATHI TPYAA WICHOS CEMDH,
paboTaromEx B APYTHX MPEANPHATHIX
pacmEperEe JIITX
YAYHINCHHE AHTEIHO-KOMMYHAIBHEIX YCIYT
YAYUHEHAE KyIhTyPas-0ET0BOI0 00CTyHHBAHEN
YAyqImeHHe MEIHIHHCKOrO 08¢y KHBARAA
YIyHINeHHE TOPDYOBIE H GOMECTBSHHOT0 HHTAHNA
YAy\IIEHHEE TPAHCHOPTHOIO O0CY:KHBARNAS H CBA3H

G.24. Kax Bri 0xapaxTepH30Bami CBOC OTHOIIEHHE K 3ABTPEITHEMY JHIO?
DOAOKHETEIEHO
OTPHIATEIRHO
3ATPYAHAKOCE OTBETHTE

Crpanuya 138
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Cexuun H.: HPOH3BOJCTBO H PEATHIALIHA IPOIVKIIHH JIITX

-1. Kakast riowans semMensHoro yyactka JITIX 2austa non nocesamy u HacOKAEHHAMH?

Beero: | ral
B TOM 4HciTe;
3epHOBEIE ra
kaprodens, OBOWH, Taxuy T2
camel ra
BHHOTPaTHHKHA ra
MPOYHE [OCEBB! H HACAKICHNA ra
H.2. Crombko ronos ckota Bar conepxami B JITX wa kouen 2000 1.2
KDYIHEIH poraTeiii CKOT FOJIOB nrHma rones
B TOM THCIE KOPOBSI [OAOB JMOHIaAN ro;I0B
CBHUHABH TOJIOB OCIEL ronoB
OBIBI H KO3B rOJi0B BepOMIOabI T0s10B
H.3. Kaxo# 6ein cpemavi rofoBoit Hano# Mooka 8 JITX B 2000 .9 :Ixr
H.4. Kaxas fiined0cKoCT 0fHO# KypHmpl-Hecymkd B JATX 8 2000 r.? [:’nrr B roa
H.S. Kakas CTpyKxTypa KOPMOB UCTIONB2YEMBIX JI5 ckota B JITX, %?
. macibmma [ ] 4.3epao [ ]
2. 3enednle u coausie [ | 5. komBuxopma [}
3.ceno [ ]
H.6. ITpouseofcTRO ¥ peanusanma npoaykimm JITX & 2000 r.?
ObneM Konmyuectso npogykiuy | ONEH riasHu#
MPOM3BOJ- | HA HAMMYHOE | pealu3ye- | KaHal peamusa-
CTB4, KT | moTpebiieHue, K| wmag, kr e (*Kox)
1. 3epHo
a) NMIIeHHa
6) saamens
B) KYKypY3a Ha 3€pHO
T) puc
2. XJonok-chIpel]
3. Oromu
4. Bax4epsie
5. Kaprodens

6. KopMORkie KODHEIUTOR!

7. Kykxypy3a Ha CHIOC H 3e/IeHBI KOPM
8. CeHO OJIHONETHMX H MHOTOJIETHUX TPaB
9. ITpoyne xopma

10. CpyKTH # ATOABE

1. BuAorpan

12. IurpycoBsie

13. Liperni

14. Maco

15. Monoko

16. Hifua, Teic.mT

17. lllepers

18. Kapakynb

19. Koxchipee

*Koas! xanaios peanusamun:
FOCYNAapCTBEHHBIE 3arOTO  ITE/IBHBIE OpTradu3atsy | KPECTBAHCKHE OTbEANHEHUA 5

nepepalaTsiBasomye NPeANpUATH 2 csofonnad nposaka 6
norpeSkoonepauua 3 ApyThe 7
KOMMEPYECKHE NPEANPHATHS H 3ar0TOBHTENH 4
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H.7, TIpuBnnsuTensbHO Kakol MPOLUEHT 3epHoBbix Bl ucnonsayere?

H.8. OxaspiBaeT 11 Bam cogeicTaue KPeCThAHCKoe 06bequHerHe B peaekuy JITX?

H.8.1. Ecnu JA, To B weM?
MEXaHAIMPOBAHHEIE VCITYTH
MaTepHANTLHO-TEXHHMECKOE CHAD:KeHHe
peamusatist npoayKuxH JITTX
obecrievense ceMeHaMH
ofecnieqeHye MHHMPATbHBIMH YIOOPEHHAMH

npyroe

H.9. Xorenu 14 G5l Bbt YBSIHUHTLIIOMALD 38MENb HCMOB3yeMErX & JITDL?

H.%.1. Ecnu JA, To Ha CKONBKO? l:]ra
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