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here are two ways of identifying the
impact of migration and remittances
on household well-being. One way is to ask
household members directly what remittances
are spent on, or for what purpose they are
intended. However, this approach is
questionable because it does not take into
account substitution effect, when remittances
might substitute other sources of income,
making impact evaluation problematic.
Another way is to identify outcome variables
first, such as poverty, expenditures on
education and healthcare, and compare
households who receive remittances with
households that do not. Following traditional
branch of literature, we assume that all the
systematic differences between remittance-
receiving and non-remittance-receiving
households can be explained by a set of
characteristics of the migrant, receiving
household, and community, Xi. Therefore, the
impact of remittances on an outcome of
interest could be estimated through the
following equation:
Outcome; = a + fRemittances, + yX; + u; (1)
However, if migration has other impacts
on the outcome of interest in addition to its
effect through remittances, then the
disturbance term contains omitted variables
(these other effects of migration) that are
correlated with remittances and the outcome
variable. As a result, estimates of the effect of
remittances may suffer from omitted variable
bias. In other words, the coefficient gcaptures

not only the impact of remittances on the
outcome variable, but also the impact of other
variables that determine migration decisions.
This specification can also capture the so-
called reverse causation when migration
decisions can be caused by destitution of the
families in the first place. Finally, decisions
to migrate and remit money back to families
might be taken simultaneously with other
decisions (the so-called simultaneity bias). In
the presence of omitted variable bias, reverse
causation and simultaneity bias, remittance
variable is called endogenous.

Migration - Consumption link. Since
migration and remittances increase
household income, and all consumption
theories predict that marginal propensity to
consume is positive, we expect the positive
link between migration and consumption.
However, we cannot expect that all
consumption items will react the same way
to increased income due to the remittances.
It is possible that some households will
decrease consumption of some goods and
increase consumption of others. To allow
for such possibility, we distinguish between
food and non-food consumption and test
whether migration and remittances may
have different impact on them.

Migration - Education link. We test
whether educational outcomes of family
members are significantly affected by the
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migration decisions and remittances. The
migration literature is not conclusive about
the impact of migration and remittances on
education. On the one hand, remittances from
a migrant household member might allow the
remaining family members invest in education
of children more and lift the liquidity
constraints. On the other hand, absence of
one or both parents might negatively affect
childcare and child schooling due to absence
of parental supervision. Furthermore, one or
both parents' absence may shift the duties of
a working-age adult missing from the
household to shoulders of children, thus
affecting education of children negatively.Our
outcome variables are spending on formal and
informal education. Since secondary education
is free and compulsory in Uzbekistan, we test
whether migration and remittances increase
expenditures on formal and informal (such as
private tutoring) in the migrant sending
households.

Migration - Health connection. Migration
and the consequent remittances may have
a direct impact on the well-being of the
recipients of remittances by improving their
health status. Remittances might allow the
households to attend health facilities,
purchase medicines and have better
nutrition. These positive effects could be
especially beneficial for children. Our
outcome variable here is health care
expenditures. We test whether health
expenditures of migrant-sending households
significantly differ from those of non-migrant
sending households.

Estimation strategy. Because the decision
to migrate may depend on unobserved
characteristics of a household that also
influence outcome variables, we have to find
a way to identify the impact of migration and
remittances on outcome variables. One
popular way to solve the identification issue
is to employ the method of instrumental
variables (IV) in the estimation. IV method is
based on the notion that if we can find a
variable that is correlated well with the
endogenous variable (in our case, remittances),
but not correlated with the outcome variables
other than through the endogenous variable,
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we can use it as an instrument for remittances.
In this paper we use distance variable as an
instrument and estimate the impact of
migration on household well-being through
two-stage least squares (2SLS).

Rationale behind using distance from
household location to migration destination
as an instrument is as follows: since decision
to migrate is likely to be caused by credit
constraints and thus be endogenous, we need
to find an instrument, which is closely
correlated with migration, but not directly
correlated with household expenditures.
Distance is a good candidate for proper
instrument, since it does not directly affect
household well-being, but closely related to
the decision of household to migrate. When
it affects a household well-being, it only does
so through migration and remittances. Thus,
we assume that any correlation the distance
variable may have with outcome variables goes
through migration and remittances. If this
assumption holds, it will enable us to estimate
a true impact of migration on outcome
variables.For practical purposes, we adopt the
following parametric Engel curve specification
used in many household consumptions
models:

Inw; =a+f;R+olnx+yn+yZ+u; (2)

wherewi is expenditure on particular
categories, R is an amount of remittances the
household has received from somebody
migrated to other countries, x is total
expenditures and n is household size. The
other factors Z include household and
community characteristics. The parameter
estimates of household size (n) is indicative
of the economies of scale effect.

Estimation results. We instrument
migration with distance variable, derived from
the questionnaire. The questionnaire asks
several probing questions regarding
destinations (country, province, and city) of
migrants. We use this information to calculate
distance between migrants' hometown and
place of destination. For all households, who
do not have migrants, we assigned a small
positive number in order to be able to take
log of the distance variable. Below are the
results of estimation of equation (2) by
ordinary least squares (OLS) and two-stage
least squares (2SLS) estimator.
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Table 1. Estimation of outcome variables by OLS estimator

Food Non-food Health Education
expenditures expenditures spending spending
Remittances 0.002 -0.002 0.017 -0.026
(0.003) (0.004) (0.031) (0.024)
Totalexpenditures 0.610™" 1.3837 34777 0337
(0.017) (0.022) (0.157) (0.123)
Ruraldummy -0.189™ 0.241"" 0.475" 0.311°
(0.023) (0.030) (0.209) (0.165)
HH female -0.052" 0.007 0.512" 0.043
(0.025) (0.033) (0.229) (0.180)
HH age 0.002 -0.001 0.542 2443
(0.043) (0.057) (0.397) (0.312)
HH education 0.002 0.001 -0.090"" 0.028
(0.003) (0.004) (0.030) (0.023)
Childrenunder 5 -0.032 0.008 0.456" 2216™
(0.020) (0.026) (0.181) (0.143)
Childrenunder 10 0.027* -0.039%** -0.015 0.290%**
(0.015) (0.019) (0.134) (0.106)
HH size 0.010 0.015* -0.081 0.603 %%
(0.007) (0.009) (0.061) (0.048)
Constant 0.974™ -4.698™ -29.543" 7313
(0.213) (0.280) (1.959) (1.541)
R squared 0.59 0.77 0.30 0.24
N 1481 1481 1481 1481

Notes: Standard errors in parentheses

9<0.10, **p<0.05, ***p<0.01

Total expenditures and rural dummy are
statistically significant in all specifications.
Total expenditures are positive and
statistically significant in all specifications,
but its coefficient is less than 1 for food
and education, while it is greater than 1
for non-food and health spending. It shows
household would increase spending on all
categories if their income increases, but
relative expenditures on food and education
would decrease, while those on non-food
and health would increase. In other words,
income elasticity of food and education
expenditures is negative, while that of non-
food and healthcare is positive.Rural
dummy is positive in all specifications
except in the food equation. The negative
sign of the rural dummy sign probably is
caused by the fact that rural dwellers
produce significant part of their food
themselves and therefore spend much less

on food compared to the residents of cities
and towns. Since the variable shows the
relative difference in spending on
respective categories in rural areas
compared to urban areas, we can conclude
that households in rural areas spend
relatively less on food, and spend relatively
more on the other items compared to the
urban dwellers. Other control variables are
not so robust, but are jointly significant,
indicating that they should be in the
regression.However, our main variable of
interest - remittances - does not seem to
have any impact on the outcome variables:
none of the estimated ?s is statistically
different from zero. But knowing high
probability that remittance variable is
endogenous which can cause bias in the
estimated coefficients, we have to take the
results with a grain of salt. We turn our
attention to the IV estimations in Table 2.
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Table 2. Estimation of outcome variables by 2SLS estimator

Food Non-food Health Education
expenditures expenditures spending spending
Remittances 0.0147 0.015" 0.091" -0.056
(0.005) (0.007) (0.044) (0.038)
Totalexpenditures 0.639™ 1362 3.408"" 0.359"
0.017) (0.022) (0.154) (0.120)
Ruraldummy 0215 0.270"" 0.509™ 0.327"
(0.022) (0.029) (0.200) (0.156)
HH female -0.064” 0.028 0.554" 0.046
(0.025) (0.034) 0.231) (0.180)
HH age -0.019 0.018 0.720° 23717
(0.044) (0.057) (0.396) (0.309)
HH education -0.000 0.003 0.085"" 0.032
(0.003) (0.004) (0.030) (0.023)
Childrenunder 5 -0.021 -0.009 0.435" 21737
(0.020) 0.027) (0.184) (0.144)
Childrenunder 10 0.024 -0.037" 0.018 0.270”
(0.015) (0.020) (0.136) (0.106)
HH size 0.003 0.022" -0.102 0.610"
(0.007) (0.009) (0.062) (0.049)
Constant -1.018™ -4.750" -29.683™ 6.779""
0.215) (0.283) (1.951) (1.523)
R squared 0.57 0.76 0.29 0.22
N 1481 1480 1481 1481

Notes: Standard errors in parentheses

#p<0.10, **p<0.05, ***p<0.01

Instruments: Total expenditures, Rural
dummy, HH head female, HH head age, HH
head education, Children under 5, Children
under 10, HH size, Distance

Our main variable of interest - remittances
- is statistically significant for the first 3
specifications at least at 5% level, but displays
negative sign for food, and positive sign for
non-food and healthcare. This pattern is likely
to be a result of substitution effect dominating
in the case of food, while strong income effects
lead to positive sign in the case of non-food
and health expenditures. Household members
jointly or individually decide first whether to
migrate and remit, and only then make
decision on how to spend the increased
income. As such, most likely, that the
additional income is spent on the most
pressing needs of households. In the case of
Uzbekistan, given additional income in the
form of remittances, households probably
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would like to decrease spending on food, and
increase spending on non-food and healthcare
items.

In terms of magnitude, the estimated
coefficients are not particularly large. Only
in the case of health expenditures we have
significant marginal coefficient. It says that
9.1 percent of every additional dollar will be
spent for health purposes. Food and non-food
coefficients are pretty small, posing certain
degree of puzzle in interpretation.
Insignificance of education variable can mean
that households do not anticipate high returns
on education and therefore are not willing to
spend remittances on education. Or,
alternatively, their other needs such as
necessity to spend on health of the household
members are more pressing.

Interestingly, the survey questionnaire
contains several counterfactual questions: one
of them asks what would have been the
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situation if family members instead of going
abroad stayed home. 38% of respondents
answered that they would have enough money
to pay for food, utilities and clothes, but they
would not have enough money to buy
appliances like a refrigerator. Only a small
percentage of respondents would have found

it difficult to pay for basic needs such as food
and utilities. The answers of the respondents
show that majority of migrant sending families
could survive with what they earn inside the
country, but the quality of life would definitely
be lower without the remittances.

Figure 1.

We can pay for food necessities, utilities and clothes but
not enough for appliances like a new fridge

Enough for all of the above and to pay for some
appliances like a new fridge
Same since we do not have any family members aborad
We can pay for food necessities, but the income is not
enough to purchase new clothes or pay for utilities
Enough for everything except a new house, new
apartment or a new car

We do not have enough to cover basic food necessities

Enough if necessary to get a new house, new apartment
or a new car

If it was not possible to go abroad and instead all family members would stay
home (in percent of responses)

(=]

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40

Sovrce: Labor migration data portal — https:migrationdataportal.org

Conclusion and policy implications. Labor
migration has affected all spheres of life in
Uzbekistan due to its scale and strong socio-
economic impact. However, mote attention
has been focused on positive economic impact
of migration and remittances, ignoring social
costs of migration for left-behind households.
According to the Ministry of Employment and
Labor Relations of the Republic of Uzbekistan,
in 2018, more than 2.3 million Uzbek citizens
temporarily went abroad in search of work.
However, consequences of labor migration are
far from being fully understood. A few of the
existing publications are devoted to the factors
of migration and spending behavior of families
receiving remittances. Migrants need a full
official source of legal support or advice. Their
rights in abroad are not always fully protected.
Abandoned families also need government
attention. The result may be that the positive
effects of labor migration are reduced, and
the adverse ones are exacerbated.

This paper demonstrates that migrant's
profile has significantly changed over the last

decade: apart from explosive growth in the
number of migrants, migration has
significantly feminized and has increasingly
become permanent. The migrant portrait we
obtained shows that migrants are mainly
young males of 30 years old on the average.
They come from large families in which the
number of underage children is larger than
that in non-migrant sending households. In
majority of migrant-sending families,
education of migrants is limited by general
or secondary special school. Approximately
half (51%) of labor migrants report that they
have a good command of Russian, while the
remaining half speaks Russian poorly or does
not speak Russian at all (8% of respondents).

Our empirical results show that labor
migration has significant effect on livelihoods
of left-behind households, in particular on
main social characteristics of households such
as health and education expenditures. Our
results also demonstrate that financial
constraints, especially on non-food and health
expenditures, are still the dominating push-
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factor of labor migration. The majority of
respondents who decided to migrate chose
working opportunities abroad, and cited
unemployment at home and lack of funds as
the main reason to move.

Our findings lead to the several policy
implications.First, it reinforces the notion that
the impact of migration on left-behind
remittances is complex and not always
positive. We need to better understand all
pros and cons of migration and develop policy
interventions accordingly. We have shown that
ineffective migration policies impede positive
economic impact and contribute to negative
social impact. As a result, the rights of labor
migrants in other countries will not be
adequately protected, which leads to
widespread violation of rights.

Second, the government needs to create
better environment for potential migrants
by making advisory and language services
accessible and affordable. In cooperation
with International Organization for
Migration (IOM), the government could
provide better information to potential and
actual migrants regarding regulations of
other countries, legal status of migrants and
ways to obtain legal and consular support
in foreign countries. Almost half of actual
migrantsreported that they speak no or little
Russian, leading to widespread abuses of
their rights in Russian-speaking countries.
To improve command of foreign languages,
the Government could facilitate opening of
certified language centers for potential
migrants before they migrate.

Third, it is necessary to sign multilateral
and bilateral agreements to better protect
rights of Uzbek citizens in other countries.

Fourth, the Government could promote
small-scale investment opportunities for
families receiving remittances by allowing
those families to register and run small family
businesses without going through
cumbersome processes designed for medium
and large businesses. It is necessary to allow
banks and credit unions to provide small-scale
loans without formal collateral and guarantees.

Fifth, support left-behind families in
opening bank accounts and saving remittances
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by offering them attractive tax-free deposit
schemes that can be subsequently used for
education of children and other pressing needs
of the migrant-sending households.

Sixth, it is necessary to lift stigmatization
of migrants in the community by fostering
benefits and mitigating costs of migration.
Many countries have successfully mitigated
social costs of migration by better promoting
information campaigns and mobilizing
communities.

References

1. Adams, R.H. & Page, J., (2005). Do
International Migration and Remittances
Reduce Poverty in Developing Countries?
World Development, 33(10): 1645-1669.

2. Alonso, W., (1981). Migrant Labor and
Industrial Societies by Michael J. Piore,
Population and Development Review,7(3): 527-
529 [online] Available from: JSTOR<http.//
www.jstor.org/stable/1972564> [Accessed 9
July 2014].

3. Ashton, D.N. and Maguire, M.J., (2007).
Dual Labor Market Theory and the
Organization of Local Labor Markets,
International Journal of Social Economics, 11

4. (7) pp.106 - 120 [online] Emerald Insight
<http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/eb013980>
[Accessed 9 July 2014].

5. Elrick, T., (2005).Migration Decision
Making and Social Networks, EU Marie Curie
Excellence Grant Project "KNOWMIG".

6. Ergeshbayev, U., (2006). Trends and
Development of migration Processes in
Kyrgyzstan. In: Rios, R.R., (eds.) Migration
Perspectives: Eastern Europe andCentral Asia.
Planning and Managing Labor Migration.
Vienna: IOM, pp. 45-54.

7. Federal Migration Service (2007).
Monitoring of regular international labor
migration in Russia in 2007-2008. Moscow:
Federal Migration Service, 2009. [In Russian].
Florinskaya, Y., (2013). The Scale of Labor
Migration to Russia, [online] Russian
International Affairs Council. Available from:
<http://russiancouncil.ru/en/inner/
2id_4=2343#top> [Accessed 25 April 2014].

8. Fujita, N., (2004). Gunnar Myrdal's Theory
of Cumulative Causation Revisited, Economic
Research Center Discussion Paper, # 147.



ZKavuat Ba oomkapys / OomecTeo n ynpasienne / Society and administration Ne3 (85) 2019

9. Heer, D.M., (2002). When Cumulative
Causation Contflicts with Relative Economic
Opportunity: Recent Change in the Hispanic
Population of the United States,
MigracionesInternacionales, 1(3): 32-53 [online]
Available from:<http://www.redalyc.org/pdt/
151/15101302.pdf> [Accessed 9 July 2014].

10. Ivakhnyuk, I., (2006). Migration in the
CIS Region: Common Problems and Mutual
Benefits. In: International symposium on
international migration and development.
United Nations Secretariat, Turin, Italy. 28-30
June 2006.

11. Ivakhnyuk, I., (2009). The Russian
Migration Policy and its Impact on Human
Development: the Historical Perspective.
Human Development Research Paper 14,
UNDP. [online] Available from: < http://
hdr.undp.org/sites/default/files/
hdrp 2009 14.pdf> [Accessed 10 May 2014].

12. Juraev, A. R., (2012). Labor Migration
from Uzbekistan: Social and Economiclmpacts
on Local Development, University of Trento,
School of Social Sciences.

13. Laruelle, M., (2007). Central Asian Labor
Migrants in Russia: The "Diasporization” of
the Central Asian States? China and Eurasia
Forum Quarterly, 5(3):101-119.

14. Maksakova, L., (2006). Feminization of
Labor Migration in Uzbekistan. In: Rios, R.R.,
(eds.) Migration Perspectives: Eastern Europe
and Central Asia. Planning andManaging
Labor Migration. Vienna: IOM, pp. 133 - 145.

15. Malynovska, O., (2006). Migration
Situation in Turkmenistan. In: Rios, R.R., (eds.).

16. Migration Perspectives: Eastern Europe
and Central Asia. Planning and Managing
Labor Migration. Vienna: IOM, pp. 103-116.

17. Marat, E., (2009). Labor Migration in
Central Asia: Implications of the
GlobalEconomic Crisis, Singapore: Central
Asia-Caucasus Institute Silk Road
StudiesProgram.

18. Marat, E., (2009). Shrinking Remittances
Increase Labor Migration from Central Asia.
Central Asia-Caucasus Analyst.

19. Maresova, J., (1999). Labor Migration
to Austria. Czech and Slovak Temporary
Workers in Vienna, in: Paradigms and
Contentions, IWM Junior Visiting Fellows
Conferences, Vol.7, Vienna.

20. Massey, D.S. et al, (1993). Theories of

International Migration: A Review and
Appraisal, Population and Development
Review, 19(3): 431:466 [online] Available from:
JSTOR <http://www.jstor.org/stable/
2938462> [Accessed 9 July 2014].

21. Olimova, S., Bosc, 1., (2003).Labor
Migration from Tajikistan. Dushanbe:
International Organization for Migration in
Cooperation with the Sharq Scientific Research
Center.

22. Population and migration in the Russian
Federation (2007).Statistical Yearbook 2007.
Moscow: Rosstat; Monitoring of reqgular
international labor migration in Russia in 2005-
2006. Moscow: Rosstat.

23. Radnitz, S., (2006).Weighing the Political
and Economic Motivations for Migration in
post-Soviet Space: the Case of Uzbekistan.
Europe-Asia Studies, 58(5):653-677 [online]
Available from: JSTOR <http://www.jstor.org/
stable/20451243> [Accessed 28 January 2014].

24. Rauhut, D., (2010). Viewpoint: Adam
Smith on Migration, Migration Letters, 7 (1):
105-113.

25. https://mfa.uz/ru/press/smi/2019/06/
19563/

Social and economic impacts of
international labor migration in
Uzbekistan

Nematkhon Khamrakhudjaev,
PhD, Associated professor, Academy of
Public Administration,
Javokhir Juraev,

Master of Science in World Economics,
deputy head of
business development department at the
Oltin Yo'l GTL investment project

Annotation: this paper attempts to look
closely at socio-economic consequences of
migration and remittance decisions of the
Uzbek households. We first draw a portrait of
a typical migrant worker, paying special
attention to the motives for migration and the
skills that the migrants possess. We trace the
portrait of the typical migrant worker to see
the changes in migration profile over time. We
also investigate the impact of migration and
remittances on the livelihoods of migrant-
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sending families. Using a unique household
survey conducted by the German Agency for
International Development (GIZ) office in
Tashkent, we show that remittances have a
significant effect on the livelihoods of left-
behind households. Our results indicate that
financial constraints, especially on non-food
and health expenditures, act as a push factor
for migration in Uzbekistan.

Keywords: wmigration, remittances,
household expenditures, labor market, income
distribution, international migration, risk of
movement.

ConaAbHO-3KOHOMHWYECKNE MOCAEACTBUS
MEeJXKAYHapOAHON TPYAOBOW MUIpaLVi B
Y30ekucraue

HemaTxon XaMpaxyAsKaes,
KaHgugam 9KOHOMUYeCKUX HAYK,
gouenm Akagemuu
rocygapcmBeHHOTO YyNPABAEHUs Npu
Ilpesugenme Pecnybauxu Y30eKucmas,
Kasoxup Kypaes,
marucmp B obAacmu MupoBOU 9KOHOMUKLU,
3amecmumenb HQUAAbHUKA
Omgeaa pa3Bumus 6u3Heca B
UHBECMUUUOHHOM NnpoeKme
"Oltin Yo'l GTL"

AHHOTaANM: B gaHHOU cmambe npegnpu-
HAmMa nonbimka 6oAee gemaabHOTO U3yYeHUsl
COUUAAbHO-3KOHOMUYECKUX NOCAegcmBull pe-
weHul no MUrpayuu u geHeXxHblM NepeBogam
y3bekckux gomoxossaiicms. CHauaAa HApPUCO-
BAQH nopmpem Munu4Horo pabo4uero-mMurpaH-
ma, ygeasiss ocoboe BHUMAHUe MOMUBAM MUT-
pauuu u HABBIKAM, KOMOPKIMU 00AQgaiom Mur-
panmel. Taxke npocaexxuBaemcsi nopmpem
MUuNuYHOro pabo4ero-MurpaHmd, 1moobl yBu-
gemb U3MeHeHUs B Npoguie Murpayuu ¢ me-
yenuem Bpemenu. MccaegoBaHo BAUSIHUE MUT-
payuu u geHeXXHbIX NEPeBOgOB HA CpegcmBad
K CyujecmBOBaHUIO cemell MurpaHmos. Mcnoanb-
3ys YHUKAABHOE 00CAegOBAHUEe gOMOX035UCMB,
npoBegeHnHoe ogucom I'epmanckoro obuecmsa
no mexxgynapogrHomy paspumuto (GIZ) B Taw-
Kenme, NOKA3AHO, YMO geHeXHble NepeBogbl
OKQ3blBAIOM CyUWj,eCMBEHHOe BAUSIHUE HA CPeq-
CMBA K CyuleCmBOBAHUI gomMoxo3silicmB. Pe-
3yAbMAMbl NOKA3bIBAIOM, 4MO (PUHAHCOBbIE
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orpanuyeHnust, 0CO6EHHO B OMHOWeEeHUU HeNpPo-
gOBOABLCMBEHHbIX MOBAPOB U PACXOJOB HA
3gPaBOOXpaHeHue, SIBASIOMCS gBIDKYWUM Pak-
mopom Murpayuu B Y3bekucmane.
KaloueBble cAOBa: MUTpAIus, ACHEKHBIE
IMEPEeBOABI, PACXOABI AOMAITHUX XO3SIHUCTB,
PBIHOK TPYAQ, PaclipeAeAeHre AOXOAOB, MEJK -
AYHApOAHASI MUTPAITUS, PUCK IIepeMelleHus.

V36eKnCTOHAA XaAKapo MUTPaIisTHUHT
VDKTUMOUM-UKTHUCOAUN TabCUPH

HemaTxon XaMpaxyAsKaes,
ukmucoguém ¢ganaapu HOM30gu,
Y36ekucmon Pecnybaukacu IIpezugenmu
xy3ypugaru AaBaram 00WKAPYBU aKageMusicu
gouenmu,

Kasoxup Kypaes,

XKaxon ukmucoguému tyHaruwu Oyltuua
marucmp, "Oltin Yo'l GTL" unBecmuyuoH
Aotiuxacuga busnecHu puBoxAaHMUpUW
6yrumu 6owAuru ypunbocapu

AnHoTanusa: ywoby MaKkoAaga MamMAQKamu-
mu3garu yi Xy>KAAUKAQPUHUHT MexHam MUur-
pauusacu Ba nyA ymkasmaiapu oytiuia Kapop-
AGPHUHT UWKmumouU-ukmucogul okubamaa-
pu ypranuaran. bynga, aBBaro, murpayus ca-
6abaapu Ba MexHam MyxoxupAapu 3ra OyAran
KYHUKMQAQPTd aA0XUugda 9-mubop KapamuAraH
BAQ MUrpaHm uwyu nopmpemu my3uArad. Tu-
NUK UWYU-MUrpaHMHUNRT NOpMpemuHu Ky3a-
muw opKaAu MyalsH Bakm MobaUiHuga Mur-
pauusHunr npoguaugaru y3rapuuwiaap aHUK-
Aangu. lllynunrgek, Murpayus Ba nyA XyHnam-
MQOAQPUHUNHT MUrpaHm >XyHAmMyBUl OUAQAQAD-
HUHT Xaémura mabcupu Xam ypranuagu. Tow-
kenmgaru I'epmanus XaAKapo mapakkuém xa-
musmu (GIZ) moMOHUgGAH AMAArad OWUPUATAH
yi xXy>KaAaukaapu 6yiuua magKkukomaapgaH
¢oligaraHraH XoAga NyA yIKA3MAAGPUHUHT YU
XYKAAUKAQPU Xaémurd mabcupu Kammanuru
Kypcamuaran. TagKukom HamuwxkaAapu, xXycy-
CQH, HOO3UK-OBKQM BA COFAUKHU CAKAQUL XAPA-
Jxamaapu 6yiiuua MOAUABUL 4eKAOBAAp Y36e-
KUCMOHgA MUrpauusiHu XapakamAaQHmMupyBul
oMuAAapgan bupu 6yAub xu3dmam KUAMOKQA.

Kaawut cy3aap: murpayus, nya ymkazma-
Aapu, yu XyXKQAUKAGpU Xapaxamaapu, Mex-
Ham 6030pu, gapomag maxkcumomu, XAAKAPO
murpauus, XapakamAQHUW XaBgu.
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