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B cratbe ncenenyetcs aunemma; 0CTaBuTb CTaBKM TAMOXEHHbIX MOLMH B CTATUSHOM COCTOSHUW, Ha yPOBHE,
3a(UKCUPOBAHHOM B Tapude, an Ha HeKOTOPbIe rPymbl TOBAPOB CTaBKM [0MXHbI KOPPEKTUPOBATHCS. MCKoMbie
rpynnbl TOBAPOB BbIGPAHbI MO MPUHLMMY CTPATErMYECKON 3HaYUMOCTY [U1S SKOHOMUKI WIU/U YyBCTBUTENBHOCTA.
AHaM3NPYIOTCS MOCAEACTBIS MPUMEHEHIS TOrO U IDYroro MeToAa TapupHOro PerympoBaHus.

KnioyeBbie cnoBa: cTaBky TaMOXEHHbIX MOLLMH, Tapue, TOBAPHI.

THE TARIFF REGULATION IN RUSSIA:
FACTS IN FAVOR OF FLEXIBILITY OF CUSTOMS DUTY RATES

Spesivtseva Ekaterina S.
Associate Professor of the Transbaikal State University
Candidate of Economic Sciences
The article reviews the following dilemma: to leave customs duty rates in a static state, on the level fixed in the

tariff, or to adjust rates on some product groups. Target product groups are selected by their strategic importance for
the economy and/or sensibility. The author analyzes consequences of application of both tariff regulation methods.

Keywords: customs duty rates, tariff, products.

Ne 9 /2018

99





