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THE ANALYSIS OF SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC POSITION OF REGIONS JUFO
Chechenov A.A., Kalov Z. A., Kazancheva K.K.

In the given work as authors the analysis of social and economic position of subjects JUFO after transition to mar-
ket economy so, in modern conditions for regions the high degree of differentiation of values of the majority of parame-
ters is characteristic is lead.


