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Abstract. The article examines the role of UNESCO in the modern global cultural processes, with the specific focus on Azerbaijan.
The mankind owes awakening of a genuine interest in key global problems of a new rank at the turn of the 20th—21st centuries primarily
to the leading social structures. While the entire civil society of the world today is being challenged, it is gratifying to know that some
structures accept and respond to such challenges. In our opinion, UNESCO, being a representative, authoritative, and prestigious orga-
nization, is the most striking example of such effective response. The paper examines the permanent public forums in the field of science,
culture, and education that are directly supervised by the largest international non-governmental organizations, namely, UNESCO.
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Problem statement in general and its connection with
important scientific or practical tasks. The dialogue of civ-
ilizations is an important mean of communication between
peoples, one of the radical ways of raising the cultural level,
promoting mutual exchange of aesthetic values. The result
of a properly established tolerant dialogue of civilizations
will invariably increase close and mutually beneficial cooper-
ation on a number of economic, political, and cultural issues.
Quite often, acute and urgent problems are brought up on
the agenda. The first significant interdisciplinary researches
on the topic appeared in academic literature over half a cen-
tury ago. Some of these studies eventually received political
and cultural support from the largest international legal or-
ganizations, primarily UNESCO. Urgent problems requiring
a decisive and immediate response from high-level represen-
tatives of UNESCO generally were included in multilateral
projects, programs, resolutions, conferences, etc. Analysis
of these issues in the process of the dialogue of civilizations
supervised by UNESCO that plays a very important role
in contemporary global cultural processes will be the subject
of research in this paper.

Literature review. First, it is necessary to define the ter-
minological concept—“dialogue of civilizations” There can
never be room in it for the notorious “double standards”,
lack of agreement or infringement of the rights of one
of the parties. The famous Russian politician and culturol-
ogist G. Pomerantsev writes, “This kind of dialogue between
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states and cultures is a conversation in which the spirit
of the whole arises and makes its way through the differenc-
es of reality. Ideally, in such a dialogue, all interlocutors care-
fully listen to the truth of the whole, and hegemony belongs
to those who are eager to affirm their established opinion
on issues of culture and education, and the those who keep
the gates of truth open take the lead” [9, p. 61-62].

What Pomerantsev writes about is an open, polemical,
tolerant and equal dialogue. Ideally, he should be subordi-
nated to these requirements only. However, it is obvious that
such cultural dialogue needs good preliminary preparation.
At the present stage, UNESCO has a large role to play in cre-
ating appropriate conditions for it. For instance, the Charter
of this Organization states, “Only through such a dialogue
between cultures, civilizations and peoples will the modern
world come to a global awareness of sustainable and system-
atic further development, which will potentially encompass
respect for the legal rights of the individual, including factors
of mutual respect and poverty reduction in the world. All this
is the essence of the peacekeeping mission and central activity
of UNESCO” [11, p.7].

In addition to the mentioned sources, we also rely
on works such as: UNESCO World Report, Meeting
of the UNESCO Experts Committee on The Strengthening
of UNESCO’s Role in Promoting Cultural Diversity
in the Context of Globalization, and The Crash of Civilisations
and New Remaking of World Order by Samuel P. Huntigton.
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The aim of this research work is to explore the role
of UNESCO in modern world cultural processes, with
the specific focus on Azerbaijan.

Results and discussion. It should be recalled that
UNESCO is not a political organization in the literal
sense of the word. Its original goal is different: the history
of UNESCO for several decades in a row constitutes a peace-
keeping mission aimed at eradicating poverty, protecting
the legal and moral rights of the individual. Hence, the cor-
responding priority goals are overarching: dialogue of civili-
zations, mass mobilization of scientific knowledge in the de-
velopment and further improvement of cultural processes.
Cultural diversity is aslo promoted by UNESCO, in particu-
lar through intercultural dialogue.

In connection with a wide variety of problems at the turn
of the 20th and 215t centuries, the main functions of UNESCO
include the creation of the most favorable conditions for con-
ducting a dialogue between countries, cultures, civilizations.
Respect for national values should be the basis of such dia-
logues. It is obvious that a fruitful interfaith dialogue in mod-
ern society is not a rejection of the difference in religion,
culture, mentality, and the perception of spiritual command-
ments that exists in different states, but, on the contrary, a har-
monious acceptance, development and improvement of basic
differences. Cultural values should unite people, not separate
them. This is the guarantee of the continuation of the positive
cultural dialogue of civilizations as an important socio-dy-
namic component of the foreign policy of states. To the best
of its strength, capabilities and authority, UNESCO does its
utmost to strengthen the foundations of just such dialogue.

It seems important to emphasize that the dialogue
of civilizations at the turn of the 20th-21st centuries
is perceived by the power elites in a broad sense. There are
a number of global public forums on the issue. For exam-
ple, the economic forum “Dialogue West-East: Integration

» «

and Development”, “Cultural Dialogue of Civilizations”,
“International Congress of Industrialists and Entrepreneurs”
and others.

Since 2002, the “Dialogue of Civilizations” has been
held on the Greek island of Rhodes. Public and state leaders
are actively involved in its work, including observers and pro-
fessional consultants from UNESCO. As a result of many
years of work, an Information Booklet was issued [8]. A spe-
cial Bulletin [3] was published under the International Public
Forum “Dialogue of Civilizations”. This forum is the prac-
tical implementation of the Resolution of the UN General
Assembly entitled “The Global Agenda for Cultural
Dialogues among Civilizations” The resolution was adopt-
ed on November 9, 2001 at the initiative of the President
of the Islamic Republic of Iran Mohammad Khatami.

Ernst Kochetov, President of the Public Academy
of Sciences of Geoeconomics and Globalistics, a promi-
nent modern political scientist and culturologist, in his vo-
luminous monograph Dialogue states: “The World Public
Forum ‘Dialogue of Civilizations’ is supported by the net-
work structure of UNESCO and other non-governmental
organizations, including the Council of Europe, OPEC, OIC,
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ISESCO, ALEXO, as well as scientific institutes and a num-
ber of individual participants. Directly under the banner
of UNESCO, the ‘Dialogue of Civilizations’ (World Public
Forum — ‘Dialogue of Civilizations’) as a large indepen-
dent non-governmental non-profit organization, is destined
to actualize in the world community the numerous problems
of intercultural dialogue. UNESCO pays special attention
to the fact that this forum is an important and very effective
tool for the interaction of cultures and civilizations with each
other. The results achieved in the course of the long-term
work of this forum, allow us to hope for further harmoniza-
tion of relations in the world public arena, and, consequently,
the strengthening of stability on Earth” [7, p. 50].

The following example is quite illustrative. “Thanks
to the joint efforts of the participants in the dialogue, the first
session of the Forum ‘Dialogue of Civilizations’ (2007) with
the active support of UNESCO supporters received a significant
response in the international community. Thus, the ‘Rhodes
Declaration’ adopted by the majority of the participants in the of-
ficial meeting became a truly pivotal event in the formation
of an international network of propagandists for conducting
a cultural dialogue, thereby laying a solid foundation for further
fruitful cooperation of the member states” [15].

Modern legal Internet websites provide quite reliable in-
formation that goes beyond the specified meetings or confer-
ences, as the dialogue of civilizations around the world is gain-
ing strength. For example, since the early 2000s, UNESCO
has been covering the work of the Saint Petersburg Dialogue
in print. This public forum at a high level represents the inter-
ests of Russia and Germany. The Saint Petersburg Dialogue
of Civilizations was designed to deepen mutual understand-
ing between these countries. It has official status with two or-
ganizations (INIDO— In the field of industrial development
and UNESCO—In the field of science, culture and educa-
tion). Its main task is to establish a constructive dialogue be-
tween representatives of various spheres of public life in Russia
and Germany. Topical public issues are widely discussed
at the forum. This allows to create a solid basis for beneficial
cooperation, regardless of the current political situation” [17].
The form of the main activity of this international forum is in-
dicative: all participants of the conference, held annually since
2001, are divided into thematic groups. The working group
“Education and Science” is directly supervised by UNESCO.

Thus, it may be concluded that the dialogue of civili-
zations, naturally organized at the highest state level, enters
the permanent field of vision of UNESCO. For this organi-
zation, in essence, it becomes a key problem. The periodici-
ty of such dialogue contributes to the strengthening of peace
between the Member States of UNESCO, which symptomat-
ically increases the general cultural level of peoples. Cultural
dialogue is a part of the Organization’s strategy, while simul-
taneously shaping the goals and objectives of the internation-
al communities. Success, however, is ensured by the unique
sphere of competence of UNESCO, which covers, as written
in the Charter, not only culture, education and science (that
is, generalizing factors), but also “information and commu-
nication” [11, p.2].
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The fact that some opponents of such strate-
gy (in the modern interpretation referred to as “dialo-
gism” in the world of civilizations) accuse the staff working
at the Headquarters or the UNESCO Coordination Office
of initiating innovations in science, culture and education
in schematism cannot be ignored. More precisely, they are
accused in automatic activity (easier to say, work for a “tick”).
In connection with such statements, Hegel’s words may
be recalled: “Reflection is a kind of activity that establishes
the laws of opposites, moving from one border of the ques-
tion to another, but is not capable of realizing their close con-
nection and all-pervading unity in the essence of the prob-
lems posed” [S, p. 366]. However, it may also be pointed out
that UNESCO, by overseeing (or observing) the dialogues,
is precisely seeking “all-pervading unity” in pressing problems.

Asaresult, UNESCO is convinced that there is no alter-
native to cultural dialogue between civilizations in the 215t cen-
tury. Only this way a global awareness of the sustainable de-
gree of development that promotes respect for human rights,
leads to mutual respect and, accordingly, the level of poverty
reduction may be achieved. Official UNESCO website states:
“Such a cultural dialogue, undoubtedly, is the main essence
of the peacekeeping mission and well-coordinated activities
of high representatives from UNESCO. The general strategy
and main activities of this Organization are based on rather
broad and specific goals and objectives of many internation-
al communities. The tangible achievements of UNESCO
in this regard are primarily associated with the unique nature
of the sphere of those competencies that comprehensive-
ly and deeply embrace science, education, culture, as well
as communication and information areas” [16].

The dialogue of civilizations, which, as we can see, is gain-
ing power, naturally asserts the significant role of UNESCO
in modern global socio-cultural processes. At the present stage
of history, the swiftness of political, economic and sociocul-
tural world shifts requires a constant renewal of generally ac-
cepted concepts from scholars. One of such concepts, after
some time, may smoothly and naturally replace the other. Still,
it must be assumed that there are such concepts in the histo-
ry of world culture, the scale of which allows to speak of them
as basic ones even today—it is these concepts on which the ex-
emplary dialogue of civilizations is based.

These works, in our opinion, should primarily include
the monographs of S. Huntington, a prominent Western
politician and culturologist. His 1996 book The Clash
of Civilizations and the New World Order is an important
milestone that marked a new view of the role of culture
in modern world processes in different states (albeit mainly
European ones). The American political scientist saw the es-
sence of the changes taking place in the world—the change
in the ideological confrontation undergoing in a number
of states. After the aggressive methods during the Cold War,
he believes, “in politics, researchers have gone to the other
extreme: they have come to preach no less harsh ethnic, cul-
tural and religious contradictions” [13, p. 18]. Many other
scientists shared this opinion, namely the French political sci-
entist E. Todd, the Japanese cultural scientist Fukuyama, etc.

XyAOKHS KyAbTypa. AKTyaAbHi ipo6aemu. Bum. 17. 4. 1. 2021

* 155

Based on the noted concepts and statements of promi-
nent Western and Eastern scientists, UNESCO seeks to deter-
mine its own position in world cultural processes. At the 32nd
session of the UNESCO Assembly in October 2003, the fol-
lowing was noted: “In fact, today only countries with deep
traditions of their own, that is, national culture, isolated from
the global world due to economic backwardness, can resist
mass culture. Even developed countries with strong cultur-
al traditions (France, Germany, Russia, Japan and some oth-
ers) are unable to isolate themselves from the massive influ-
ence of Western culture from the outside. They simply have
more economic and administrative opportunities to support
their national culture, to create a favorable competitive en-
vironment for it in the conditions of mass globalization” [6,
p-69-70]. In fact, due to the complexity and contradictions,
Western cultural expansion today should be assessed tak-
ing into account all the factors of its formation. One cannot,
of course, completely deny the existence of powerful eco-
nomic motives in the development of global markets for cul-
tural products, which cannot be ignored by the participants
in international exchanges in this area.

That is why, for example, the famous French sociolo-
gist M. Godelier drew the attention of UNESCO representa-
tives to the sense of responsibility of those governments that
must “vigilantly monitor the impact of Western patterns”. This
is done in order to “prevent some states from causing signifi-
cant damage to other countries in the development of culture
and national identity by their standards in the areas super-
vised by UNESCO” [6, p. 71]. This statement by M. Godelier
coincided with the UNESCO Program for the Development
of Culture, Science and Education in many countries.

To prove this, one more meeting of scientists of differ-
ent specialties, important in this context, should be men-
tioned—the one held in November 2000 under the auspic-
es of UNESCO. It explored various aspects of the impact
of the theory of globalization on world cultures. UNESCO
was represented by an international group of observers
and experts, which headed the assessors in order to prevent
unnecessary dramatization of global trends in the cultural
spheres of a number of states. The group’s report also con-
tains the idea that the negative aspects of globalization often
stem from the unwillingness or inability of individual govern-
ments, as well as the world community as a whole, to regu-
late this process. At the same time, the positive impact of glo-
balization on world cultures is not questioned. According
to the authors of the report, it “promotes new forms of part-
nership, exchange and cooperation both between individuals
and communities, cultures, peoples and civilizations, thereby
creating positive opportunities for mutual enrichment of dif-
ferent cultures, at the same time preventing cultural isola-
tion” [1, p. 238].

Objectively speaking, UNESCO should take
a neutral (buffer) position in relation to those “scissors”
that arose at the turn of the 20th-21st centuries between
the cultural demands of both the West and Europe, includ-
ing Russia and partly the Eastern world. However, the stake
of the leading Western states on the primacy of their culture

Artistic Culture. Topical issues. Vol. 17. No. 1. 2021



Lamia ASKAR GULIYEVA

The Role of UNESCO in Contemporary Global Cultural Processes

in the entire progressive world is too high for it not to be
noticed in the organization. Western civilization is threat-
ened by the so-called “third disappointment” (the expres-
sion of W. Zeber) about the failure of hopes for the univer-
salization of its path of cultural development. It is obvious
that mass globalization has not led and is unlikely in the near
future to lead to the construction of a world based solely
on the values of one Western culture, democracy and liberal-
ism. As it was proclaimed from a high rostrum to UNESCO,
this organization, of course, participates in discussions
on general cultural processes. The World Cultural Report
(2000), in particular, noted: “The rise in the modern world
of traditional types of cultures is an indicator of the growth
of market demand for products of non-European culture
against the general background of the continuing satiety
of Euro-American culture” [12, p. 44]. In fact, at the Expert
Meeting in the UNESCO Comnmittee, the discussion was
about the “wrong formula of power” in the United States,
which naturally negatively affects the course of cultural de-
velopment in different countries.

In this regard, the same UNESCO report provides
interesting statistics that “there are only about 11 percent
of people in the world who identify themselves to one degree
or another with the continent; with individual countries—
about 29 percent, and with specific cities or even provinc-
es—S57” [12, p. 46]. This is an illustration to the ground-
lessness of statements about the future era of unification,
the formation of a single world culture or a single civiliza-
tion. In terms of the participation of an international orga-
nization in cultural processes, the conclusions of UNESCO
(based on the materials of the above-mentioned report)
on the spread of mass culture simultaneously with the de-
velopment of certain traditional types of cultures are seen
as more legitimate. Although, as it was noted above about
the non-political nature of UNESCO, it is wrong and even
unthinkable to completely remove culture from politics.
UNESCO documents state: “Cultural tradition has a tre-
mendous impact on the nature and forms of socio-econom-
ic and political development. In this positive world process,
itis inappropriate to consider the impact of the cultural factor
in isolation from state or corporate policy” [4, p. 66].

Most of the member states of UNESCO, including
Azerbaijan, adhere to the positions that in the current glo-
balized world, despite the great accumulated potential, there
is still a serious danger of all kinds of conflicts on differ-
ent grounds for the development of national cultures. This
is due to the fact that people are objectively involved not only
in the world’s positive achievements in political, economic
and spiritual spheres, but, unfortunately, they are also subject
to the replication of mass culture products that negatively im-
pact their thinking. As noted by the member of the Executive
Council of UNESCO V.D. Sredin, “such an unenviable state
of affairs in the modern globalization world puts the very
factors of national identity under real threat, and, moreover,
within the boundaries of not only economically weak coun-
tries with low-income cultures, but also the cultural diversity
of the entire planet in general” 10, p. 9].
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UNESCO today is entrusted with the responsible task
of responding in a timely manner to the concerns of the world
communities in connection with the increasing destabiliza-
tion in the world. In such an environment, UNESCO pri-
marily advocates for cultural pluralism in its Member States,
reinforcing in the planetary mindset of people that cultur-
al, ethnic and religious diversity does not have a reasonable
and sufficiently satisfactory alternative in establishing polit-
ical and economic stability. It is understood that UNESCO
does not lose sight of the spiritual and cultural compo-
nent of sustainable development and cooperation between
countries.

At the one of the sessions of the Roman Senate, Caesar
legendarily said: “Rome is not afraid of anyone. Everyone
knows it is strong. If he is destined to die someday, it is only
from internal strife and within his own political small groups”.
This was said in ancient times, but today the world in many
regions is very fragile, and many cultures in general cannot
feel safe either. Internal contradictions are indeed sometimes
stronger than external ones. At UNESCO, special empha-
sis is placed on strengthening not regional, but collective ef-
forts, which on an international scale are aimed at preserving
and augmenting cultural balance.

The dynamics of political processes in the recent
years proves the sadly inexorable fact that sometimes even
the smallest differences in culture, language, religion, and tra-
ditions have potential for provoking dangerous interethnic
explosions with grave consequences. The events in Fergana
(Uzbekistan) in June 1989, for example, show to what large
military clashes this can lead. An interethnic conflict be-
tween Uzbeks and Meskhetian Turks—illustrates that even
close, related cultures nevertheless cannot be insured against
confrontation these days. The Arab-Israeli, Serbo—Muslim,
Muslim-Croatian and Serbo-Croatian conflicts can also
serve as a typical example of the development of events
according to this scenario. The wars between the tribes
in Burundi and Rwanda also are well-publicized. In fact, there
were more of them in the 215t century, but the four named
political scenarios are generally called catastrophes of a large
scale, as there was serious bloodshed.

By the nature of its initial activity, UNESCO is forced
to play a certain (direct and indirect) role in these con-
frontations. This is natural, since socio-political shifts
and disagreements cannot exist in isolation from the na-
tional, cultural, from mentality—rooted in the difference
between cultures. According to UNESCO, “from 1988
to 1992, 78 out of 83 conflicts occurred precisely on inter-
cultural, interethnic and interreligious grounds” [14, p. 13].
In the current conditions, national and cultural identity may
sometimes be mobilized for destructive goals and forces,
one of UNESCQO’s primary tasks is to “stimulate positive
manifestations of pluralism at this level, including through
the harmonization of the development of the newest forms
of identity” [14, p. 14].

Conclusions. In the contemporary world, even
the most monolithic and ethnically and religiously static so-
cieties (for instance, Arab and African) are not homogeneous.
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They are not alone: the data cited in the UNESCO report
“Our Cultural Diversity” (1996) suggests that in the most
of the multinational states of Western Europe and the United
States, cultural pluralism is replacing the dominance of the tit-
ular nation characteristic of the era of the nation state. In these
countries, ethnic diasporas feel more and more free. They en-
joy equal legal, social and civil rights with indigenous ethnic
groups and actively influence domestic political, economic
and cultural processes. At the same time, successfully adapt-
ing to Western values, migrants retain elements of their tra-
ditional way of life in everyday life, and in some cases, like,
for example, immigrants from China, lead a rather closed
existence within their diaspora. As a result, over the last de-
cades of the 20th century, the Latin American, African, Arab
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and Turkish diasporas in the USA, United Kingdom, France,
Germany and other Western countries have become an im-
portant component of their national culture. They play an in-
creasingly prominent role in shaping national identity. There
is, for example, the strongest influence of Arab and African
culture on modern musical trends, as well as the style of dress
in the mentioned states.

From what is noted in the article, it becomes obvi-
ous how diverse at the turn of the 215t century are the ac-
tivities of UNESCO on the problems of establishing a dia-
logue between civilizations, to what extent it has to take part
in the many-sided cultural processes taking place in different
countries. It is not uncommon for an organization to delve
into all kinds of social and cultural nuances.
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Kyaiea A.A.
Poabr FOHECKO B cy4acHHX CBiTOBHX KyABTYPHHX IPOL[€Cax

Amnoranis. Aocaipxeno poas FOHECKO y cyyacHHX CBITOBHX KyABTYPHHX IpOIiecax, 3 akijeHToM Ha Asepbaiipxan. [Tpo6yasxeHHIO
iHTepecy AO HU3KH HOBUX KAIOYOBHX CBITOBHX Ipo6aeMam Ha MexXi XX—XXI CTOAITb AIOACTBO 3aBASIYYE IIPOBIAHUM COL{iaABHUM CTPYK-
Typamu. [poMapsHCbKe CyCITiABCTBO B yCbOMY CBiTi 3apa3 MOCTa€ MepeA BUKAMKAMH, TOX Te, IO NeBHi CTPYKTYpPU IPHIAMAIOTD Iii BU-
KAMKH 1 BIATIOBiAQIOTD Ha HuX, € BrimanM. OHECKO sx TIPEACTABHHI[bKA, aBTOPUTETHA Ta MPECTHKHA OpraHi3allisl € HaiACKpaBilliM
MPUKAAAOM TaKOi CTPYKTYPH. Y CTATTi AOCAIAYKeHO TIOCTINHI popyMu y chepax HayKH, KYABTYDH Ta OCBITH, SIKi 6e3IocepeAHbO KOHTp-
OAIOIOTH Hall6iABII MDKHAPOAHI HeypsiAOBi oprawisarii, sik-or KOHECKO.

Katouosi crosa: piasor nusiaisaniii, rpomapceki popymu, KOHECKO, xyabrypHi mporiecu, MbXHAapOAHI CITIABHOTH.

Kyanesa A.A.
Poar FOHECKO B coBpeMeHHbIX MHPOBBIX KYABTYPHbIX IIPOLIeCCaX

Annotanust. Viccaepyercst poas KOHECKO B coBpeMeHHbIX KyABTYPHBIX IPOLiECCax, C akIleHToM Ha Asepbaiipxat. IIpo6yskaeHrneM
HHTepeca K PSAY HOBBIX KAIOUEBBIX IIpo6AeM Ha py6esxe XX-XXI BeKOB 4eAOBEYECTBO 0OS3aHO BEAYILMIM COLMAABHBIM CTPYKTYPAMH.
I'paxkpaHCKOE 00IECTBO BO BCeM MUPe Cefdac CTOAKHYAOCH C OIPEACASHHBIMH BHI30BAMH, IIOITOMY TO, UTO OIIPEACACHHBIE CTPYKTY-
Pl IPUHUMAIOT 3T BBI3OBBI M OTBEYAIOT Ha HUX, sABAsieTcst oTpasHbM. JOHECKO kak mpepcTaBUTeAbCKasl, aBTOPUTETHAS M IPeCTHX-
Hast OpraHM3alisl — HanbOoAee SIPKUIT IIPHMep TaKO CTPYKTYPhL. B cTaTbe H3yueHsI peryAspHO poBoauMbie pOpyMsI B chepax Hay-
KH, KYABTYDPBI 1 06pa30BaHHs, HEIIOCPEACTBEHHO KOHTPOAHPyeMble HAHOOABIIMMU HErOCYAAPCTBEHHBIM OPIaHU3ALMsAMH, HAIPEMED,
IOHECKO.

Katouesvie crosa: ananor nusransanuii, obmecrsennsie ¢opymsr, KOHECKO, kyAbTypHBIe IIpOLiecchl, MeXXAYHApOAHbIE COOOIeCTBa.
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