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This study ra;{osed fo dIS ose the !eg:s!anve s \nquiry Rrghvxa ead of corruption
eradication commission (KPK) performance since many officials. state are ved in corruption
which includes the members of the Legislative Assembly (DPR)1 The_inquiry rights appeal
regarding the perﬁ)rmanée and budget management of KPK appamms It is ‘appeal due to
electronic identity ceir&‘ \(E:KTP) case which involved members of Iégfrs.’anve assembly. This study
uses nominative approach ﬁamrmg to the law No. 17/2014 concern with the MPR, DPR, DPRD and
DPD and law No. 30/2902 ‘concern with commission eradication ’cﬁrmpﬂon In add.rnon it also
uses the sociologic appmfg_ch in term of public response to The LegfsiaaiteAssembiy s mquny rights
appeal. This study reveal d that the Inquiry right appealed by Legis!anire‘Assemb!y cdnsmuaonaﬂy
was legal since it w.qs one of the three right of legislative assembiy However, the| inquiry right
appealed by Legtslanﬁ‘c qsse‘mb!y regard with Id-card case porent{)cfléy to hinder the KPK's
performance to prevent: a)ly r::ofmptgon act in Indonesia. Addrtrénaﬂ)z this appeal also creates
pros and cons because Ihe Soczetjz dqés not in line with it. = .-
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Koncturyniiine npano “HA_ IIpOBe.[[l:HI-HI poicmuvsﬁub Komiciciwo no  Ooporsdi 3
ropynuico B Ingonesii.

V cmammi spoéneno cnpoﬁy npoauanizyeamu npasa Kowicii no bdopomubi 3 Kopynyicio
(KEK) 3 poscinidysanns dianstocmi unenie 3axonodasuux 300pie Inoouesii. Ile euxnuxano mum, 1o
fazamo o@iyitinux ocié 3aa61A10Mb NPO KOPYAYITHI OIANHA, 6 AKUX RiOO3pIolombeia 1 4ieHu
3arxonooaeuux 36opie, i 3eepmaromves ¢ anapam KBK i3 sanumom npo moocnueicms yuacmi
OCMAaHHIX 8 YNpaeninui Grdxicemom Kpaini. 3anum cmocyemvbCs makodc anelayii 'y 36 'S3Ky 3
GUKOPUCMAHHAM YJieHamu 3aKoHo0aguux 300pie npu 2010CY6anti e1eKMPOHHO20 NOCCIOYEHNA OCOOU.
Hpu ananisi euxopucmosyeanics noiodxceynsa 3axouy Ne 17/2014 npo Hapoouuii KoHCYI1bmMamueHuil
Kouzpec, 3axonodasui 300pu, Pady pezionansnux npedcmaenuxie i Pady Hapoonux npedcmagnuxie,
a maxoxc 3axony Ne 30/2002 npo Komicito no 6opoms6i 3 kopynyicio. /I8 6UBYEHHA 2pOMAOCHKOT
OVMKU Npo npago Ha anelayilo 6 3aKoHooaeyi 300pu GUKOPUCIANO PesyIbinamil coyionozivHozo
onumyeannsa. Jlocnioolcenna nokasano, wjo npaso na posciioyeanns, nadane  3akonodasuumu
s00pamit, 6ionogiono 0o Kowcmumyyii € 3aKOHHUM, OCKINbKU GOHO
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sucmynae o0HuM i3 mpuox npae 3axonoodasuux 36opis. IIpome npaso npoeedenns ONUMYEAHHA NPO
3aKOHHICMb  GUKOPUCMANHA  eNeKMPOHNO020 RNOCGIOYEeHHA ocofu, posznsHyme 3aKono0agyimi
300pamu, axmuuno nepeuikooicae euxonannio KbK ceolx 0606 ’'a3kie ujooo 3anodizanns 4y0b-
AK0z0 Kopynyitiiozo dianna 6 Inoonesil. Kpiv mozo, nposedene OnUmMyeans makodic Mae c60i nocu
1 MIHYCU, OCKINLKU CYCNIIBCIBO Ufe He 20moee YbOo2o.

KonouoBi c/ioBa: nmpapo Ha po3CIiAyBaHHA, 3aKOHOZABYE 3i0paHHA, KoMicis mo GopoTedi 3
KOPYTILIE; KOPYMLIHHUI aKT; CICKTPOHHE MOCBITYCHHA 0COOM.

I.  Introduction.

In the 1945 Constitution of Indonesia, it is mentioned that “To build a state
government of Indonesia shall protect- all Indonesian and their entire native land, and in
order to improve the public welfage to advance th¢ intellectual life of the people and to
contribute to the estabhshment of a vx‘rorld order I.Iaased on freedom, abiding peace and
social justice, the na.tlonal mdependence of Indon;sfa shall be formulated into a
constitution of the soverelgn Repubhc of Indonesia whichis based on the beliefin the
One and OnIy God Just and humanity, the unity of Indonesia, democracy guided
by the mne‘r wi sdqm[ ot[ ﬂellberatlons amongst representatlqus ]afkl the realization of
social Justlce for all Indanqs1 an”. Hence, itis necessary that the' state apparatus is clean
from colonlallsm coi‘ruptlon and nepotism (KKN), as a rex?lt\fllfenlept to achieve the
Indone51an nation welfalfe Thus it needs an mstltutlon that Land’les the problem of
corruption. Respondlng that, \\ndonesm formed éhqﬁuns‘tltuyl/ r( named Corruption
Eradication Commlssmn\(KPK) The Indonesia Law hLé ‘3_0 20(52 that the Corruption
Eradication Con\mlssmn 1sa ﬁ:*tc\ncal undatlon\veﬁ:K 1n/st1tut1 ons. The existence of
this institution is }O\Jgandle the probl 1 0 cormptlon bptlmally considering that other
law enforcement agen}e&can not solve corruptlon in Indonesia.

The inquiry rights appealed by the Legislative Assembly (DPR) emerged because
many DPR members ané listnd within some corruption acté‘ Therefore, the House seeks
to take retaliatory action by appealing the DPR’s inquiry rights toward KPK concerning
law violation and authority abuse provided by Constitution. The use of this inquiry
rights arises since the KPK rejected the request of the Legislative Assembly to record

Miryam. S. Haryani case concerning money distribution to members of the DPR in the

process of Electronic ID card budget (Radjab, 2018).

© Cembazam Aszic, 2018 2




Theory and Practice of Jurisprudence. — 2018. — Issue 1 (13) ISSN 2225-6555

The DPR’s inquiry right is basically an institutional right from the Law to
investigate the misuse of law and government policy related to the important,
strategic and broad-based impact on the life of the nation. However, the inquiry rights
initiated by the house has raisen pros and cons since KPK is still independent
institutions that have the public’s trust to eradicate corruption so far. The KPK
position as an independent institution can not be supervised by the Parliament
because it will hamper the process of law enforcement to eradicate corruption

criminal acts. 7 8

/;

On the other hand, some of thbse presume fhat KPK is a Super Body institution
who has high authority whlch may be rmsused by hs apparatus in capturing perpetrators
of corruption. Thus, ,K’PK needs, supervision for 1ts( performance and the use of
operational furu:l Thls supervnsteﬁ includes the DPR oversrght so thatit has the right to
file its 1nqu1ry rlght The main issue is whether the po\lon of the Commission

LY
entered as an exequthe or an independent institution can ﬂot ,b’e\supervnsed by the

]

Parhament' ."" e ¢ \m

Indeed before '"the ?emsmn of the Constltutlona.l Cohht tHere has been no
clarification on the. positlon of KPK. KPK is included in the e ec ve domain so that
the DPR has the authemﬁcy tﬁfeonduct the supervision 1m‘;Luﬁm mqu1ry right against
KPK. The authorlty of th‘e*Le*glslatlve Assembly to prbp()sé an u’(qmry rights does not
exactly loosen" KPK’s authbrlty to™ imdlcate ‘corr@tfon in Indonesia. It instead
strengthens KPK té eradlcate corruptlon beoause the duty of the Legislative Assembly
is also supervising. o
I1. Research Methodology ul

The study uses a normative approach.based on the Jundlcal analysis based on
Law No. 17/2014 concern with MPR (People’s Consultative Assembly), DPR
(Legislative Assembly), DPRD (Regional Legislative Assembly) and DPD (Regional
Representatives Council) as well as Law no. 30 2002 concern with the Eradication of
Corruption, which is previously defined normatively regarding the purpose of the
establishment of the Corruption Eradication Commission (KPK), its duties and
authorities dealing with the problem of corruption in Indonesia. This study also

© Setyagama Azis, 2018 3
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applies sociological analysis where the existence of Eradication Commission institution
is urgently formed considering Indonesia include as a corrupt country in the world.

III. Research Results and Discussion.

3.1. Legislative Assembly within the Presidential System.

The Legislative Assembly, in a presidential government system, functions as
an institution that oversees the running of the government. The House only serves to
supervise the president without being able to topple the president. In order for such
supervision to work properly, the Parhament should have the right and functions

guaranteed in the Consntutlon Dlrgei Wirawan g.nd Purnomo (1985) set forth Some

-H_‘\‘

functions of the DPR: . Sy /
L. Determmmg the-"'bol.i-égf and constructing la Legislative Assembly is

granted an 1mt1 ative ri ght‘ the right to propose laws to the government rather than only

Lp [ f

2 Controllmg and | supervising the Executive Asser@‘ly ]n term of maintaining

ey \ ""-'—' I/\»._
the govemment s actrc[ms based on the policies established 1\'{ the'prov1s1ons of the

the budgetmg right/to set létate budget.

\
leglslatlon To carry Qut th\ task, the Legislative Asseml})ly has special rights

J

guaranteed by B\ -\l e

|
L\

e Y 4
In a st@te admhletrqtloh system that embrace§ ;l ‘presidential system, the

legislature has }he following fu}ettens\ \‘—?

|

Fdfetiond =Y —~ §

In a modern st the majorityf\?)f legislative draf'ting is prepared and
formulated by the executwe as‘s‘embly, while the- parhamentarlans discuss and make
changes as necessary. In the process of legislation, the role of the municipal assembly
committee is very small and the material concerned on the public interest. This is not
surprising for in modern countries that the executive assembly is expected to play an
active role in the state leadership for the welfare of society. The law produced by the
legislature is not widely used because the legislative council has expertise lacks on what
material should be regulated in law. Therefore, the law is dominated by the government

or executive assembly because they have wider knowledge about their
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respective field.

Concern with the balance of knowledge and skills of the legislature on the
capabilities and expertise of the government, many countries use the experts to
manage and help thier Duties. It is need by the Legislative Assembly due to thier
right to make changes to the draft law on the state budget revenues fundamentally in
the discussion of the budget law draft and the acceleration of state expenditure. Thus,
the assistance of experts for members of the people’s legislative assembly is needed
(Dirga, Wirawan and Purnomo (198l5,);- N

b. Controlling functions | .ﬁ‘-. il

Since the authonty possessed by the Housle of Representatlves is limited, it is
generally accepted that its function-of oversight is the {nost important function of the
people’s leg1slature/ The Legl;.lénve Assembly is obllgated to oversee the course of
government ,exermsed bf{ the government or the executive \assembly based on the
policies lald in thp lavru This supervision may be exerclped bfz\the rights already
embedded i 1n the leglshture such as special supervisory ng’»hls such as; the right to

|

ask, 1nterpellatlon ngT;s’ the nght of inquiry, etc. N \ }

c. Function-of udget >4 P

The Leg1slat1ve~£xss€mbty as the representatnve cofthe le can determine the
income and expendlture bf th’e State which is essentlally ihe soc/ ety’s money. The use
of public money for state expenqllture Qie derived /ﬁ;o{n fforelgn aid or loans and tax
collection to the people as a somce of state mcome LRegardmg to taxes imposed on
taxpayers as a contrlbutlon to the state tﬁe Leglslatlve Assembly is authorized by
taxpayers for a wide range of tax_ policy issues-as one source of state financing.
Government expenditures for state expenditure should be aecountable to the source of
the people as taxpayers and the ultimate responsibility in case of mistakes and errors.

In fact, the people’s legislature has the authority to revise and change the
budget set by the government of the executive members. In many cases, the people’s
legislatures give approval to executive designs that are entirely part of the budget

function of the people’s legislature.

d. Function of Official Selection
© Setyagama Azis, 2018 5
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In our constitutional system, after the New Order regime collapsed and passed
on the reform Order, the election of certain state officials must get the approval of the
people’s legislature, indicating that the appointment o certain strategic state officials
must obtain the consent of the people through their representatives of the people’s
councils. For example; the post of Supreme Court Justice, hief Justice of the Supreme
Court, Chief of Police, Commander of ABRI, etc.

e. Function of International Relations

The function of the People’s Leglslatlve Council in the field of international
relations is to give approval to mternétlonal agreements made by the government or the
executive assembly. Parllamentary apbrwal 1Sfeqk>ured so that the contents of the treaty
can be binding on all (epresented citizens. After the pzmament has ratified international
agreements by pass-i'ng new I'egisletion the government is“authorized to implement the
international, agreement (Napltupulu 2007).

32, The Regﬁat;on for the use of DPR’s inquiry r ght \

Supemsmn bX\’ the Legislative Assembly on tl@\ ;riight attached to this
institution 1s to c;r;'; ont tﬁe running of government execu'te [by ]w government or
the executl‘ve body. Thé\nght f'the Legislative Assemblxm order to’ exercise oversight
of the governrnent s p%eedr (\s among the followm%\:, 23 ),g

1. ng\h\t 10 Ask. \3, 0 / \: i

This rlgh\txof inquiry 1s\1:\}£\ted the rlght of; the L‘eglslatlve Assembly in terms
of supervision to\&government Txy::mg a quesnonbr inquiring government policy.
In a country that embraces the parllamentary system the role of the Legislative
Assembly is enormous tor all governmental or executlve p011c1es which are usually
asked by the Leglslatlve Assembly to avoid public attentlon to an event. The right to
question the Legislative Assembly will be answered by the government through
competent departments. In Indonesia, the right to ask to the Legislative Assembly has
very little political effect because we do not embrace the parliamentary system in the
implementation of the state, so the right of inquiring from the Legislative
Assembly is not altogether against the government policy. This is because Indonesia

embraces the presidential system.
© Cembazam Aszic, 2018 6




Theory and Practice of Jurisprudence. — 2018. — Issue 1 (13) ISSN 2225-6555

2. Interpellation Rights.

Interpellation rights are the right of the Legislative Assembly to request
information from the executive or government in the event that the government takes
the policy of a particular field. The government is obliged to provide an explanation
to the Legislative Assembly in a plenary session which Legislative Assembly on the
positive and negative side of the government’s explanation and ends by voting
whether government policy is acceptable or rejected.

The right of Interpellation in the parllamentary system is a stepping stone to
advance in a no-confidence motlpn that will end anth the fall of the government and
followed by the dlssolpnon of parhament for kre electlon On this no-confidence
motion, the atmosphere of Jabs a/n,d anxieties happen l{etween the legislative and the
executive assembly although thé Legislative Assembly L‘as\the right of interpellation
not to overthrow the govérnment \

3. Inqu1ry r;ghts (Enguate) ¢ ( /\

The inqmry nghfb is s the right of the legislative assemdoly;members to conduct an
mdependent inquiry 1rte ariy field. To conduct an 1nvest1git12\h mt? a particular area
of governrhent pollcy, ‘the Le islative assembly establlshed a omﬂ"uttee in charge of
1nvest1gat1ng the pollc:.es of/ tli govemment whose resulfs w)aéfekreported to glembers
of the Leg1slanve AsseM;( After the members of tHé Leglslaj/{ve Assembly receive
a report from \(he inquiry “eon}nﬂtthxhe fomaulatlon of Legislative Assembly
members’ opmlon\r;egardmg the ge\zern ent’s poluiy should be considered by the
Government. In Indonesia, the Leglslatwe Assé’n"gl; inquiry is regulated in the law,
and the House inquiry right here is just a warning to the government to be careful to
take wisdom without hove-r‘throwing the government b;cau;e the system used in
Indonesia is presidential government system in which the government or president
can not be imposed by The Legislative Assembly.

The Inquiry right s the right of the Legislative Assembly (DPR) to investigate
important and strategic government policies and to have a broad impact on the life of
the people and the state that is suspected to be contrary to the prevailing laws and

regulations. This provision is regulated by Law no. version 27, Paragraph 3 of 2009
© Setyagama Azis, 2018 7
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concerning the Consultative Assembly, the Legislative Assembly, and the Regional
Legislative Assembly, should explain the right to inquiry: "The right of the
Legislative Assembly to investigate the implementation of a law and government policy
regarding to the important, strategic, and broad impact on the society life, nation and
state allegedly contrary to the laws and regulations ".

The polemic regarding the use of the Legislative inquiry right is addressed to
an independent institution, the '('?onuption Eradication Commission (KPK), which is
commissioned by law to eradicate cprruption ~in Indonesia. So, it can be said that the
Legislative Assembly mtervenesl the KPK’s authonty to eradicate corruption. This
raises the opinion of pros- and cons agamst the DP[R 1nqu1ry right toward KPK.

Pros opinions /‘the right of/inquiry have the fol}bwmg reasons:

L. KPK( aS/‘a super body institution whose broacL authority is prone to be
abused by ity apparatus éo it is necessary to monitor the perf‘prmance of KPK and the
budget used Due ‘10 rit; posmon as an independent 1nst1tu,t1qﬂ,{fh y arbitrarily set a
person as a perpetraton of corruptlon by the presence of sutvelllance Right from the
Leglslatlve Assembly f\{ - 'I

2 The Leglslatwe Assembly can control over the 1mp1)em;e1{tatlon of the law,
as a functlon of the leglslator The Parliament can assessiwh}l{h r the implementation
of the law is appropnate pr no;r éven violate the provisfdlis-ef the/faw itself.

3. The KPK is in the executlve\domam so he/if)PR has the right to oversight
through the DPR’ s\nght to 1nqu1ry In the Indone51an %:.tate administration system, the
KPK is included in the executmere as the government’s supporter in the
eradication of cormptlon Thus the DPR has the right to eontrol over the KPK whose
duties are 1ndependently performed

4. The KPK and its operational institutions use the State Budget (APBN), so
the DPR has the right to supervise the performance and use of funds from the State
Budget. The DPR’s position is very strong to control the state budget because it has
authority to approve the budget proposed by the government. In Article 23 of the
945 Constitution of the Republic of Indonesia (NRI) of 1945 that the State Budget
of Expenditure (APBN) is stipulated annually by law.

© Cembazam Aszic, 2018 8
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5. The existence of DPR inquiry right will better the KPK performance to

eradicate corruption crime. KPK will be more careful in recruiting perpetrators of

corruption by the supervision of the Legislative Assembly through its inquiry right.

Likewise, the cons opinion has different reasons as following points, are:

1. DPR will weaken KPK to eradicate corruption crime in Indonesia. The
great authority in the law and the independence of this KPK will be torn apart by the
inquiry right of the Legislative Assembly.

2. The DPR inquiry right is 1ssued full of personal conflict interests because
many members of Legislative Asgsen‘ably are monved in corruption crimes, especially
in E-ID card case whlch dragged the' DPR chalrdian to suspect corruption, Miryam S
Haryani. Thus, the DPR ] mqulry ryght is not based on tlte general truth and the interests
of the commumty but the mteres(s of the members of the DPR itself,

3. The process oﬁ formmg DPR’s inquiry right towatd KPK violates the law
so that it ig 1lleg1t1(ma’te ansed on Law no. 17 of 2014 on Eh(e MBR DPR, DPD and
DPRD, whlch stated Jm \Article 20 Paragraph (2) contams pr0v1510ns that the
membersh\p of the aafﬁaihent Inquiry Committee consns&s\{:ﬁaf al’ elements of the

fraction in ‘the House. Th_e facsf the special committee formed for khe DPR’s right is

eV
focr )/,.k

4. The Leglslatlve\Asmmbly right of i 1nqmry (P@,’Jsiw Df)R) takes an illogical
action by askmg\the corruptlon};r\sonéxﬁz fundaﬂ)ent’afinformatnon based. By asking
people who have d7ealt with the KPK to s ow that thk House only saw from the side

-
of ugliness. Likewise, the committee oﬂe Special Committee of the Legislative

that not all fact1ons approved it.

Assembly only collects expert information from the pro- par‘tles which weaken KPK, in
other words. They con51der that KPK has gone too far beyond its authority.

3.3. Weakening Corruption Eradication in Indonesia by Rights of
Parliament Inquiry Existence.

As mentioned previously, the existence of Legislative Assembly inquiry right
will weaken te KPK in eradicating corruption criminal acts in Indonesia. It wl

obstruct KPK to eradicate corruption in Indonesia. Actually, KPK has a noble task to

© Setyagama Azis, 2018 9
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eradicate corruption in Indonesia because other institutions cannot work properly to
combat corruption.

The problem of corruption in Indonesia has become a culture and plague that
infected all lines of nation and state life. One of the efforts to overcome the disease of
this nation is to establish a new state institution. The establishment of this institution
aims to assist the implementation of tasks done by the state institutions which is less
effective to eradicate corruption in Indonesia.

Actually, institutions that deal with corruption and other criminal cases have been
long existed such as Police and Géneral Attornéy Yet, the existence of these two
institutions is less effeci;lve The merhbers are evLen mvolved in a corruption case. As
an effort to achleve the clean s/tate apparatus - and t}rle corruption eradication, the
government needsf to establl,sfh a new state 1nst1tutlbn that /»su the Corruption
Eradication Commlssmn‘ (KPK) with the juridical foundat\b\n of Law no. 30/2002
regarding the Corrupuon Eradlcatlon Commission. ( (/\

KPK has a nohle purpose of combating compnoh; Wthh 1S increasingly
harmful to the mind of Jstafe apparatus, especially state ofﬁcﬁ;{s WIPO should provide
an examplé to its cmzi:ns Hlstorlcally, KPK was born from % &sjsumptlon that law
enforcement by the PQluce,aand\Prosecutor s Office i not wo}lél g properly. The high
number of cOrruptlon cémmitted by state officials nizﬂ&es;yeopffe lose confidence in
the existing 1nst1tut10ns whlch\then stimulate the ﬁﬂ}%rﬁment to establish new state
institution focusnng\qn cormptlon erach&}cm KPK i is a'state institution established with
the aim of improving the efﬁmency and effectlveness of efforts to eradicate corruption.
It is 1ndeperﬁlent and free from any_influence of power to carry out its duties and
authorities. In Eerformmg its duties, KPK is guided by five principles, such as:
principles of legal certainty, openness, accountability, public interest, and
proportionality. It is responsible to the public and submits its report periodically to
the President, DPR and BPK.

IV. Conclusion.

The submission of the DPR’s inquiry rights toward the KPK is the

constitutional right of the Legislative Assembly in terms of supervising the execution

© Cembazam Aszic, 2018 10
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of the state conducted by the executive, in which the position of KPK is included in
the executive domain so that it is included in the DPR’s supervision, logically.
However, KPK has an independent position to carry out its duty to eradicate the
corruption in Indonesia. The existence of this inquiry right appeal regarding the
performance of KPK is an intervention to law enforcement in the field of corruption.
Thus, this appeal is considered as weakening the position of KPK to eradicate
corruption in Indonesia.

V. Author Recommendatlons. /__,_.

1. The position of 1ndependént KPK musft be maintained by providing clear
legal about the position of KPK through the establfshment of legislation so that the KPK
institutions cannot be uftervened n;yterms of eradlcatlon/of corruption in Indonesia

2. In order to these mgleéendent KPK mstltutmns\not to be abused by KPK

officials, the ,recmltment bf KPK members needs to be tlghten d and through a rigorous

selection stage to, pbtau:r gndependent KPK officials, mtegp}?;r aﬁh comrades against

corruption eradlcatlon n fIndonesw ¢ ,.w
| " \ ’3 # l\
L‘,"' f,Jr'/__,,,-5 \ /
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]{oucmwmmuﬂoe “npano Ha HPOBe/JICHIE pdCCTICdIOBaHIjII-] K‘omnccuen o Oopuie ¢
KOppynumeii B HHm}Hemn 73 /

B cmampve npednpunﬁn’ia«panbzmm npoaﬁamjuposamr,'\__ paea Komtccuu no oopwvbe ¢
koppynyueti (KBK) no pacc;tet)osaﬁmo “OesamenbHoeuU WIHO6  3aKonodamenvhoeo cobpanus
Hnoonesun. Imo ewi36an0 mem, 4mo- MHo2Ue. ogbui;umbnbw uya 3asmmom 0 KOPPYRYUOHHBIX
OesHUAX, 8 KOMOPbIX nodmpemmm’cg -ylienbl 3axouot)amevrbﬂozo coﬁp/amm u obpanjaromces 6
annapam KBK ¢ sanpocom o npage ux-y4acmusi 6 ynpasieHun Go0sicemom cmpansl. 3anpoc
Kacaemes U aneiiayun 6 C8A3U ¢ UCHONBLIOGAHUEM HTeHaAMU Sakofiodamenviozo cobpanus npu
200co6anUl  AIEKMPOHHO20  YOOcmogepeHus audnocmu. B xode ananuzda Ucnonb3o8aIlUCh
nonoxcenus 3axona Ne 17/2014 o HapodHom KOHCYIsmMAmueHom Konepecce, 3aKoHooamelbHoM
coopanuu, Coseme peauonanvhuix npedcmasumencti u Coeeme HapoOHulx npedcmasumenetl, d
marce 3axona Ne 30/2002 o Komuccuu no dopvbe ¢ xoppynyueil. [na uzyyenus ooujecmeenHozo
MHeHUus o npage Ha aneliayuio 6 3akoHodamenbHoe COOpAHUE UCHONB30EAHBL Pe3VIbMAmbl
coyuonozuyeckoeo onpoca. Hceecnedoeanue noxasaio, 4mo Rpaso Ha pacciedosarie, OauHoe
3aronooamenvhbim cobpanuem, cozciacho Koncmumyyuu Aenaemcs 3aKOHHLIM, NOCKOALKY OHO
eblc)Ynaem oOHUM U3 mpex npae 3axoHodameivbnozo cobpanui. Tem ne Menee, npago npoeedenus
onpoca 0 3aKOHHOCMI UCHOIb306ANUA 2NEKMPOHH020 YOOCMOBePeHUs TUYHOCMU, paccMompeHHoe
3axonodamensrviv  cobpanuem,  axmuvecku npenamcemeyem  ewnonnenulo  KBK - ceoux
obs3annocmeil no npedomepaiyeniio Mobozo Koppynyuonnozo desus & Hudonesuu. Kpove mozo,
HPOGEOEeHHbINl ONPOC MAKMICe UMeem C6OU NIIOCHl U MUHYCLI, NOMOMY 4mo ofujecmeo euje He
201060 HeMY.

Kiniouepbie €10BA: MpaBo Ha PacciieIOBAHNE, 3AKOHOJATEIBPHOE COOPAHHE, KOMHCCHS IO
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6oprbe ¢ KoppyniHeil; KOPPYILHOHHLIH AKT, 3ICKTPOHHOE Y A0CTOBEPEHHE IHYHOCTH.
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