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THE ROLE OF NATIONAL COOPERATIVES IN THE ECONOMIC
TRANSFORMATION OF EUROPEAN COUNTRIES IN THE FIRST THIRD
OF THE XXth CENTURY (THROUGH THE EXAMPLE OF GERMANY)

This study focuses on the peculiarities of the cooperative movement in Germany. It is stated that if in
the sphere of consumer cooperation Germany succeeded Great Britain, in the sphere of credit cooperation
it was the birthplace of two of its types — the urban credit cooperation of G. Schulze-Delitzsch and the
rural credit cooperation of R. Raiffeisen. The cooperation was spread, on the one hand, taking into
account national peculiarities of the conditions of the consumer cooperation, which at the same time
acquired the features of Schulze-Delitzsch s procurement-distribution or savings and loan cooperatives,
while on the other, by the development of a specific agricultural cooperation on the principles of Raiffeisen.
1t is noted that despite the successful development of agricultural cooperation in Germany, in the 1930s
its role gradually diminished with the rapid industrialization and urbanization of the country.

Key words: Germany, cooperative movement, Shulze-Devitzsch's saving and loan cooperatives,
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The development of capitalism in European countries contributed to the destruction of the
traditional forms of organization of society that existed in previous centuries. Industrial revolution,
the accumulation of capital, and the simultaneous deterioration of the living conditions of the
general population of European countries have provoked powerful revolutionary upheavals.
Exacerbating of contradictions between the individual social groups of the European society and
finding ways to resolve it were the focus of public and political figures of the time. The actuality
is due to the fact that cooperation and cooperative movement play a particularly important role
in the transition periods, during the so-called transition economies and the emergence of civil
society. World experience of economic self-organization of the population today is extremely
relevant for Ukraine.

The purpose of this study is to show, on the example of Germany, how national cooperation
in transition period can be a significant component in creating a stable national economic system.

The historiography of the question. The history of the emergence and development of
European cooperation was actively analyzed at the end of XIXth - in the first quarter of XXth
century. During this period the works whose authors were active participants in the European
cooperative movement were published. Among them are groundworks and analytical researches
by: A. Antsiferov, S. Borodaievsky, V. Totomiants, M. Tugan-Baranovsky and others. In Soviet
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historiography, however, the problems of the development of foreign cooperation have never
become the subject of special historical research. Some sort of adjustment of foreign cooperation
was made in connection with the partial liberalization of the Soviet regime in the 1950s. Among
Ukrainian researchers we may name the works of: L. Fain, V. Kabanov. It is worth noting the
works of modern Ukrainian scientists O. Krapivin, M. Zhurba, O. Kramar, O. Berendeieva,
O. Vlasova and others.

Presenting the main material. By the end of XIXth — beginning of XXth century various
forms of urban and rural cooperation have spread among European countries: consumer, credit,
integrated agricultural, housing, etc. England was the pioneer in this sphere. Industrial uplift that
lasted in the country in the mid-nineteenth century led to a sharp increase in the number of
factory workers, changed their proportion with the artisan population of the country and identified
a predominantly industrial path for the further development of British consumer cooperatives.
The main stimulus for the expansion of consumer cooperation was initially the desire to overcome
the system, according to which employers paid wages not in money, but in checks for which in
their stores workers were forced to buy goods of poor quality at significantly inflated (by
20-30%) prices, comparing to market [1, 22-25]. The increase in the number of consumer
cooperatives has contributed to the emergence of firstly territorial and then — national associations.
Thus, in 1863 The North of England Cooperative Industrial and Savings Society for the Wholesale
Purchases was established. In ten years it has become the nationwide “English Society for
Wholesale Procurement” [2, 46-49; 51-52; 86—88]. By the early 70°s of the XIXth century several
cooperative centers emerged in the UK — The Cooperative Insurance Society, The Scottish
Wholesale Purchasing Society, The Cooperative Central Bank. Consolidation has accelerated
the pace of development of the country’s cooperative movement. While by 1872 1,2% of
population in England and Wales, and 1,1% in Scotland were cooperated, in 1889 these figures
increased to 2,8% and 3,8% respectively, and as of 1914 reached - 5.7% and 8.6% [3, 126].

These processes were completed in the late nineteenth century with the transformation of the
cooperative movement from a powerful socio-economic force into an organization with diverse
socio-political and cultural and educational functions. The Cooperative Union became the
coordinator of the non-trading activities of the British cooperative, which gradually formed a
network of committees specialized in specific areas of work: educational, publishing, propaganda
and exhibition. British consumer cooperation became a model for the rest of European countries
by the end of XIXth century [4, 187].

Due to the later start of industrialization, consumer cooperation in France, Germany and
other Western European countries has taken specific forms. This primarily concerned its social
composition. Contrary to the English consumer cooperation, whose members were predominantly
laborers since the mid-XIXth century, in Germany, and especially in France the spread of
cooperation was primarily related to the small proprietors strata of cities.

Despite the existence of German urban associations since mid XIXth century, that set out to
jointly purchase food products, a classic form of advanced consumer cooperation was borrowed
from the experience of British Rochdale societies in the 1860s. An attempt to develop a specific
German form of consumer cooperation was made in the early 1850s by H. Schulze-Delitzsch.
They were created as addition to credit ones and have maintained strong organizational
relationships with them for a long time. The members of these consumer societies were mostly
impoverished artisans. The rapid growth of working-class consumer cooperatives, based on the
British model, began in the early 60s of XIXth century and accompanied the completion of the
industrial revolution in the country [5, 35-39, 47-48]. The processes of advanced industrialization
and the accompanying urbanization of German society, which had transformed a predominantly
agricultural country into a leading industrial state of Europe before the First World War, contributed
to the strengthening of the role of German consumer cooperation in the Pan-European. However,
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the population involved has continued to be significantly smaller comparing to rural credit cooperatives,
and accounted for less than a third of all cooperative residents of Germany [6, 14-16].

On the verge of World War I, the Western European consumer cooperation, the dominant
position in which was occupied by British working-class cooperation, moved to the concentration
stage. With the increase in turnover and the number of members, there is a decrease in the
number of cooperatives due to their merger. The consolidation of the cooperative movement is
happening on a national scale as well. In particular, in France in 1913, as a result of the merger
of two centers of consumer cooperation, the single federation and wholesale purchasing society
were formed [7, 26-27]. In the early XXth century corresponding societies have appeared in
Belgium, France, The Netherlands, Austria, Finland, Russia and Norway. Their successful
development brought to the consideration of the international cooperative movement the creation
of the International Society of Wholesale Procurement [8, 335-336]. Developed in 1908 by the
International Cooperative Alliance, the charter of the International Federation of Wholesale
Procurement provided that the latter would facilitate business relations between its members
and the trade of goods they produce internationally [9, 371-372]. In this way, the most powerful
British consumer cooperation in the world hoped to avoid international trade brokerage.

While in the field of consumer cooperation, Germany followed the experience of the United
Kingdom, which had much earlier experienced an industrial revolution and the rapid growth of
the working population in cities, which accompanied it, in the field of credit cooperation it was
the motherland to two of its types — the urban credit cooperation of G. Schulze-Delitzsch and the
rural credit cooperation of R. Raiffeisen. During the first third of the XIXth century in Germany,
the process of displacing small-scale artisan production continued, which did not withstand the
competition with the factory. The proletarization of the urban population that accompanied this
process increased social tension in society and caused the destruction of traditional moral values.
In the search for ways out of this complex social situation, German public opinion offered its
own, national variant. The founder of the German city credit cooperation was the already
mentioned G. Schulze-Delitzsch, who proposed to move to the creation of production artels
through the development of cooperative lending. The systematic shortage of financial resources
for the purchase of raw materials and food products led Schulze-Delitzsch to choosing such a
way for the development of cooperation of artisan strata in German cities. [5, 177-180].

G. Schulze-Delitzsch assumed that impoverished burghers should help themselves. He came
to this conclusion based on his previous experience of charitable work among the poor. Any
gratuitous assistance was spent within a short period of time, while a loan on favorable, not
indentured terms, should have pushed its recipients to use the funds received effectively. The
small proprietors strata of German cities, which could not get access to bank loans, proved to be
an ideal environment for spreading the proposed form of cooperation. In 1859, at the initiative of
Schulze-Delitzsch, the first congress, established under the principles proposed by him, of credit
societies in Weimar was convened, at which the central government was elected. In 1861
G. Schulze became the Secretary of the «All-German Union of Cooperatives» of credit cooperation
and was elected to the Prussian Landtag, where he was one of the initiators of the adoption of the
first cooperative law in 1867 [10, 68—69]. The General Union (of Schulze-Delitzsch) numbered
956 credit and savings cooperatives (“people’s banks”) with about 600 thousand members as of
1910. The Union continued to include 252 thousand members of consumer cooperatives with
predominantly small proprietors social composition and 137 building societies [5, 171]. In this
way, unlike in Great Britain, which cooperative movement already in the late XIXth century
became a classic version of consumer cooperation of the urban population, Germany due to the
introduction of the system of the so-called people’s banks by G. Schulze-Delitzsch, in the late
XIXth century became a country of classic credit cooperation of urban population, the experience
of which was taken over by the rest of the countries of Central and Southeastern Europe, where
small proprietors strata made up a considerable part of the urban population.
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The spread of cooperation in the rural population of European countries was on the one
hand, taking into account the national peculiarities of the conditions of consumer cooperatives,
which at the same time acquired the characteristics of procurement (Denmark, Sweden, Hungary),
or the Schulze-Delitzsch savings and loan companies and on the other hand, by developing a
specific agricultural cooperation on the principles of Raiffeisen, modified to the needs of each
individual country (Austria-Hungary, Bulgaria, Serbia, Polish lands within the German Empire).
With close ties to the capacious English market and the cooperative movement developed in the
country, Denmark has become a classic example of European country with agricultural and
consumer cooperation. Its successful experience was positively received and embodied by the
peasants of Sweden and Hungary, for who exports played an important role [5, 44-46].

However, the co-operative movement of most European countries (especially those lightly
related to the world market for agricultural products) revolved around credit co-operation. Its
birth, as noted, took place in Germany during 50-60’s as a reaction to the growing destructive
influence of usury on the peasantry and small agricultural production. The two types of credit
cooperation were the Raiffeisen’s “people’s cash registers” and Schulze-Delitzsch’s “people’s
banks”. Despite the key common feature — the call to become a form of self-organization and
stabilization of society, they had significant differences due to the social environment of their
application. Raiffeisen groups excluded the possibility of involving non-peasants, while Schulze-
Delitzsch cooperatives were based on the involvement of large sections of the smallholder
population both in the city and in the village. The Raiffeisen societies, compared to the Schulze-
Delitzsch one’s, were more compact, usually consisting of several dozen members belonging to
one parish. The principle of remuneration of its management had a significant influence on the
scale of cooperatives. In Raiffeisen local societies, the leadership worked on a public basis,
while in much larger Schulze-Delitzsch the leadership needed to be paid [11, 21-24].

The Raiffeisen societies were more democratic. They did not have any entrance fees and its
members could not concentrate the shares in their hands because the latter was forbidden to pass
on to anyone. At the same time, the Raiffeisen groups were more cooperatively closed, their
members had neither the right to lend to non-members nor to borrow from usurers. The Schulze-
Delitzsch partnerships, on the other hand, were primarily focused on profit-making by its members.
They could buy shares in any other company or invest in a bank and received a substantial
dividend on their own share contributions. At the same time, the Schulze-Delitzsch’s “national
banks” were primarily limited liability companies of members for the cooperative obligations,
while the Raiffeisen’s “people’s cash registers” required unlimited liability of all members with
their own assets [12, 22—-23]. The lack of share contributions in the Raiffeisen societies was due
to the fact that the members of the cooperatives were mainly poor peasants who were unable to
make these contributions. Usually, the rural credit cooperative received some capital for the
beginning of the activity on charity basis (from local rich, municipal bodies, church, etc.), later
the main sources of its credit operations became contributions of members-shareholders and
loans from private individuals, individual organizations and institutions, including cooperative
unions. Raiffeisen credit companies have established as a mandatory rule the creation of a non-
revolving fund, which was not a subject to distribution even when the company was liquidated
and later used to set up new cooperatives [12, 42].

Due to own seclusion and cautious attitude to the world, the Raiffeisen cooperatives sought
to develop additional activities: selling and purchasing, loans were granted for long terms (several
years), while Schulze-Delitzsch “people’s banks” preferred short-term loans [13, 23]. For
comparison, Schulze-Delitzsch partnerships were actively involved in external credit and lending
to all, including “non-members”, whereas the “people’s cash registers” required only loans to
members, and the volume of borrowed funds from outside gradually decreased [13, 23]. With a
low lending rate, the creation and accumulation of undivided funds in Raiffeisen companies
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were difficult tasks, so credit companies, in addition to purely credit (accepting deposits and
issuing loans), also carried out trade and intermediary transactions, which brought them significant
additional revenues. In addition to financial activities, companies of this type taught members
the principles of the proper sale of goods, accounting and economics [13, 71-72]. In general, it
should be noted that Raiffeisen’s loan offices have substantially limited the negative impact of
money lenders on agriculture.

Initially, the development of Raiffeisen credit cooperatives in the German countryside was
slow. The peak of their development was the end of XIXth - beginning of XXth century. Over
15 years (1887-1902), their number has increased 13 times and reached 12,000 [14, 8-9]. They
were the basis of agricultural cooperation in the country. The overall level of people’s cooperation
reached 50% [14, 17]. The process of consolidation of German credit societies into regional
unions ended with the unification of the General Union of Agricultural Societies in Germany in
1883 (since 1903 — the Imperial Union of Agricultural Societies in Germany) [ 15, 149]. In addition
to the organizational consolidation of the agricultural cooperative movement, built on the
principles of Raiffeisen in Germany in the early XXth century, consolidation has emerged towards
the creation of a single financial institution. In 1902, the Imperial Cooperative Agricultural Bank
was established. However, its bankruptcy in 1912 led to a sharp exacerbation of contradictions
and the withdrawal from the Imperial Union of Raiffeisen orthodox societies [15, 158].

The peasantry constituted a majority of members in the General Union of Industrial and
Business Societies (Schulze-Delitzsch). As of the end of 1911, it consisted of 620,7 thousand
people. Among them: rural — 26,6%; hired workers in agriculture — 2,4%; artisans — 22,8%;
hired workers and apprentices — 7%; dealers — 10,3%; freelancers and civil servants — 7,5%;
renters and pensioners — 8,7%; owners of industrial enterprises — 3,9%. Thus, the smallholder
groups of the German village and city formed the basis of the Schulze-Delitzsch credit cooperation
[16, 14-16]. The center of this branch of the German cooperative movement was the General
Union of German Industrial and Economic Societies (Schulze-Delitzsch), which although
consisted mainly of credit cooperatives, but enclose up to 240 (at the beginning of 1911) consumer
societies and most of the construction cooperatives of the country [16, 27]. It should be noted
that despite the successful development of agricultural cooperatives in Germany, its role in the
country has gradually diminished in view of the rapid industrialization and urbanization of the
country. During the period 1871-1910, the population of the empire increased from 40,8 to
60,8 million people, while rural population decreased from 26,2 to 25,8 million, moreover, the urban
population, primarily engaged in consumer working cooperation, increased almost 2,5 times.
The share of employed in agriculture decreased to 30% and continued to decline [17, 112].

The global economic crisis of 1929-1933 caused huge losses for cooperatives. Only in 1931
the total turnover of cooperative organizations decreased by 29%. And during all four years of
crisis, the turnover of German consumer cooperatives has decreased by 50%. All the problems
of the cooperative economy have intensified, competition with private capital has intensified,
the pressure of private, commercial and industrial capital on cooperation has increased. Sharply
reduced own production of consumer cooperatives, reduced the share contribution. Organized
attacks on cooperative movement in the press increased, government harassment in taxation and
legislation intensified [18, 18].

The deteriorating economic situation of the cooperatives became the subject of discussion of
the 13th Congress of the International Cooperative Alliance, held in 1930 in Vienna. But Congress
has once again become an arena of ideological struggles and has not made any significant decisions
to unite the public in defense of the cooperation. In July 1933, a special international cooperative
conference was held in Basel to discuss the issue of the cooperative’s attitude to the economic
crisis and to prepare for the World Economic and Financial Conference. The participants of the
conference adopted a declaration entitled «International Solidarity of Co-operation», which

101



ISSN 2076-5908. Bicuuk Yepkacrskoro yHiBepcurery. 2019. Ne 2

proceeded from the fact that the global economic crisis demonstrated the failure of the capitalist
system of economy and public administration, which dramatically increased the danger of war
and put at risk the existence of civilization itself. The conference’s decision began to refocus the
international cooperative movement from economic activity to political. Consolidation of forces
to fight fascism and war was needed [19, 45]. During 20-30’s, fascist and reactionary regimes in
Italy, Hungary, Bulgaria, Austria, and Germany pursued a policy of eliminating cooperation [20,
22]. While in Italy the fascists acted gradually, in Germany, a few months after Hitler came to
power, cooperative organizations were included in the German fascist labor front. Central
Consumer Cooperative Union, Christian Cooperative Union and other organizations were united
into a single fascist national “Reichsbund” union [7, 186].

Conclusions. The main trends in the development of the European cooperative movement
are revealed in the study. The global experience of cooperative organizations has proven their important
role in economic development, especially during transformational and structural crises. On the example
of European countries, it can be traced that the long-lasting systemic crises caused by the inability of
the imperial authorities to adequately respond to the modernization processes of the XIXth — early
XXth centuries, resulted in revolutionary upheavals in Europe in early XXth century. One of the
determining factors was a failure to solve the peasant (land) issue [21, 45].

The cooperative sector contributed to the formation of multifaceted national economies, increased
competitiveness of the market environment, expansion of economic activity, the combination of
personal, collective and public interests. In social sphere, the mission of the cooperative sector was
aimed at ensuring employment and alleviating social discrimination of the population, social
protection of cooperators, strengthening the democratic foundations of society.

Germany gave impetus to the development of peasant credit cooperatives, which began to
emerge and develop in other countries of the world. This was facilitated by the successful
experience of the German societies, as well as the advocacy work of their ideologues, students
and followers of the latter. Extremely popular was the idea of national unity of F. Liszt, as well
as the application, at national level of society, of non-classical political economy (A. Smith’s
theory), but the economic doctrines, corresponding to national needs. It is well known that in
Germany the idea of creating a national economic system was implemented by O. von Bismarck
by strengthening the German nation precisely by the means of a growing national economy in
which cooperation played a key role.
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3EM3IOJIIHA Haranka IBaHiBHA, JTOKTOp iCTOpUYHUX Hayk, mpodecop, mpodecop kKadempu
BCECBITHBOI iCTOpI1 Ta MDKHAPOIHHX BiTHOCHH UepKachbKOro HaIiOHAIBHOTO YHIBEpCHTETY iMeHi bornana
XMENbHUIILKOTO

KOPHOBEHKO Cepriii BasepiiioBu4, 10KTOp iCTOpHYHUX HayK, mpodecop, mpodecop kadenpu
IHTEJIEKTYaJlbHOI BIACHOCTI Ta IUBUIBHO-MPABOBUX AMCHHUILIIH YepKachbKOTo HAIllOHAJbHOIO
yHiBepcuTeTy iMeHi bormana XMensHUIIBKOTO

POJIb HAIIIOHAJIBHAX KOOMEPAIIM B EKOHOMIYHHUX
NEPETBOPEHHSIX €BPONEVCHKHUX JIEPJKAB YV IEPIIINA
TPETHUHI XX cr. (HA ITPUKJIAII HIMEYYUHN)

Jlocnidoicenns npucesiuene 0cobIUB0CMAM KOONEpamusHo2o pyxy Hivmeuyunu, 3 memoro noxazamu
5K HAYIOHAIbHA Koonepayis 6 nepexioHuli nepioo 3MiHU eKOHOMIYHOI MoOeli depacasu, cmana 0iesum
IHCMPYMEHmMoM NO CMEOPEHHI0 MAUOYMHbLOI HAYIOHANLHOI exoHoMIuHOl cucmemu. Heszsaxcarouu na
icnysanns 3 cepeounu XIX cm. eracuux 06 ’eonans micbkoeo nacenenns Himewuunu, kompi cmasuiu
cobi 3a Memy CRIbHI 3aKYNI6I NPOOYKMIE XapHySanHsl, OOMIHYIOU010 OY1a KIACUYHA BOpMa PO36UHYMOL
CROACUBHOT KOONEPAYii 3ano3udena 3 00Cceidy OpUMancvLKux poudeliibcbkux mosapucms. Hanepeoooni
Ilepwoi ceimoesoi giinu, npoyecu sunepeodxcarouoi inoycmpianizayii ma ypoauizayii HimeybKo2o
CYCRIIbCMBA, Nepemeopuiiu NePeBadCcHo azpapHy Kpainy Ha nposioHy npomuciosy depxcagy €eponu
ma Cnpusiiu NOCULEHHIO POl HIMEYbKOI CnodicU8yoi Koonepayii' y 3a2anvHoe8ponelicoKii. Axkuo y eanysi
cnoorcugyoi koonepayii Himeuuuna nacnioysana Benuxy bpumanito, mo 6 eanysi koonepayii kpeoumnoi
BUABULACL OAMBKIBUWUHOI 080X ii munie — micvkoi I llynvye-Ieniua ma cinbcovroi P. Patighgharizena.
THowupenns koonepayii 6i00y8an0cs 3 00H020 OOKY, WLISAXOM 6PAXYBAHHS HAYIOHATLHUX 0COONUBOCTeLl
MO8 CROMCUBYOT Koonepayii, kompa HAOY8ana 800HOUAC PUC 3A20MiBenlbHO-30ym0o8oi abo oujaoHo-
kpedoumnux mogapucma Lllyrvye-/leniva, 3 inuo2o dc OOKY, WAAXOM PO3BUMKY cheyuiunoi
cintbebko2ocnodapcokoi koonepayii 3a npunyunamu Pauggatizena. Ocmannsn nabepe seaukoi
nonysprocmi 8 €8poni, MOOUPpIKyeasuiucy 00 nomped ma CyCRiibHUX HACMpois KOXCHOT OKPeMO 63moi
kpainu (Ascmpo-Yeopwuna, boneapis, Cepbis, nonbcoki 3emai 6 ckaadi Himeyvxoi imnepii).

Y nepwi oecamupiuus XX cm. cnoocusua xoonepayisa 3axionoi €sponu nepetiwia 0o emany
KOHyenmpayii. 3a ymos 3pocmanus 060pomy ma YuceibHOCmi 4ieHis, 8i00Y8acmbcs CKOPOYEHHS
YUCETbHOCMI MOBAPUCTE BHACTIOOK IxX anummist. Konconioayis koonepamusho2o pyxy 6i0byeacmuvcsi i 6
Hayionanvromy macuimaoi. Came 6 Himewuuni ¢ 1902 p. 6yno cmeopeno Imnepcokuii KoonepamueHuil
CibCbKO2OCNO0ApCLKUll Oank. Bapmo ei0sHauumu, wjo CelsiHCmeo CMaHosuao i Oiibuwicms 4ieHie y
3acanvnil cninyi npo-muciosux ma 2ocnooapuux mosapucms (LlLlynoye-/eniua). Ocmanns, 6 nepuii
mpemuni XX cm. cmana Haubitbuum ocepeokom HiMeybKo2o KOOREPAMUSHO20 PYXy ma 6end aKmueHy
MIDICHAPOOHY MOP2080-30yMOogYy JisibHICMb 3a Medicamu Konmunenmy. Ilonpu ycniwnicms po3eumxy
cinbebkozocnodapcvkoi koonepayii y Himewuuni, 6 30-x poxax XX cm. it ponvs nocmynogo 3meHuysanacy,
3 02710y Ha WeUOKy IHOycmpianizayilo ma ypoanizayiio Kpainu mpancghopmysanacs coyiaivho baza iv
unenig. Ilocipuienna eKOHOMIUHO20 CMAHOBUWA KOONEPAMus8ie cmaio npeoMemom 062080peHHs
XII xonepecy Misichapoonozo xoonepamuenozo anbsaucy, wo npoxoous y 1930 poyi y Biouni. Ha scans,
KOH2pec Cmaes 4ep2osull pas apeHoio i0eoo2iunux 00is npedcmasHUuKié PisHuX i0eoio2iuHux medil ma
napmiil i HiAKUX CYMMEBUX PIUeHb, N0 32YPIMYBAHHIO C8IMOB0I CRITbHOMU HA 3aXUCm Koonepayii He
npuiinse. Iicas npuxody I'imnepa 0o é1adu, koonepamushi opeanizayii Hivewuunu 6ynu exkmioueri 0o
CKAAQY HIMEYbKO20 HAYUCTNCHKO20 MPY008020 ppormy. Biobyrocwy odepoicasnenns koonepayii, 3 ycima
He2amueHUMU HACAIOKAMU OIS CAMUX NPUHYUNIE Op2aHizayii ma 61acHocmi ii uieHis.

Knrouoegi cnosa: Hineuyuna, xoonepamugnuii pyx, owjaono-kpeoumni mosapucmaa Lllynvye-/leniva,
Paiippaiizeniscoxi mosapucmea.
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