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00paxyHKy moJjsrajia y MpoHOpLiiHOMY PO3IOIiI CIiBBi-
HOIICHHS CyMH OTPHMaHUX TOJIOCIB IapTii 3 CepeJHBOI0
pe3yabTaTHBHICTIO MapTii mo kpaini [1, c. 72—73]. Po3moxin
3IifCHIOETBCsT 32 Meroaukor JI'XoHnra; 00paxoBYHOTBCS
TUTBKH 3QJIMIIKA TOJOCIB MAapTii, MO MOJONATH BiJICOTKOBUI
Gap’ep i SIKNX HE BUCTAYMIIO JUIS OTPHMAHHS JCMyTaTChKOIrO
MaH/IaTy 3a TePUTOPiaIbHUMU MAPTIHHUMH CIIMCKAMH.

TakuM dYHHOM, y XOHi CHCTeMHOi TpaHcdopmamii B
VYropmuHi  Oyl0  BCTAaHOBJIEHO KOHKYPEHTHY BHOOpUY
CHCTEMYy, IO CHpHSE MONIMOICHHIO PO3BUTKY IHCTHUTYTY
mapjiaMeHTapusMy B Kpaini. Bubopua momens oOpaHHS
ckinany JepxkaBHux 300piB 3acBigdy€ KOMIUIEKCHICTH Y
NpeICTaBHULTBI iIHTEPECiB Pi3HUX COLIAIBHUX IPYII, OCKITBKU
3aCTOCOBYIOThCSI IPaBHJIa MaKOPUTAPHOI, MPOIMOPLIiiHOT
Ta 3Mimanoi cucreM. [I0ka30BO, WO MPOTArOM JIEKiIBKOX
JaecaTupid  Tpancdopmarii B YrOpIIMHI apiiaMeHTChKa
BUOOpYA CHCTEMA CYTTEBO BH/I03MIHIOBAJIACH JIUIIE [[BA PA3U —
y 1989 p. ta 2011 p. Takuii miaxiz CBIAYUTH NMPO 3arajbHY
CTa0UIBHICTh JAEMOKPAaTHYHUX MPOLEIYP Ta MapIaMEeHTChKUX
IHCTUTYIIH Y ITOCTCOIiaiCTHYHIN YTOPIIKHI.
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Modernisation of the parliamentary electoral system
in Hungary during democratic transit

The article elucidates urgent issues of the structure of parliamentary elective
system in Hungary. The objective is to research the peculiarities of the parliamentary
electoral system in the light of democratic transit specifics.

Systemic transformations in Hungary have led to establishment of the efficient
and competitive electoral system. Electoral pluralism made parliamentarism in the
political system even stronger.

Onthe basis of the legislative documents we have attempted to find out the peculiarities
of the Hungarian parliamentary system in the period of gradual democratisation (1989)
and establishing of democratic elections principles (2011). Electory system to the
National Assembly is a complicated complex, incorporating majority and proportional
representation models. Composition of parliament is made according to the quota
principle, including voting on single member and multimember constituencies.

Keywords: electoral system, parliamentarism, Hungary, post-socialism,
transformation, democratic transit.
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MozepHH3anust MapJIaMeHTCKOll H30HPATeIbHOI CHCTEMbI
Benrpuu B yc/10BHSIX 1eMOKPATHYECKOTO TPAH3UTA

Paccmampusaiomesi - akmyanvhvie 80NPOCHl  OPAHUIAYUU  NAPIAMEHINCKOU
uzbupamenvroti cucmemol Benepuu. Lens pabomei exkniouaem usyuenue ocobennocmeit
usbupamenvHoll cucmemvl 6 napiamenm Benepuu 6 konmexcme cneyuguku nepexooa
K demokpamuu.

Cucmemnvie mpancopmayuonnvie npoyeccvl 6 Benepuu cnocobcmeosanu
YCMAaHo: 0 1] u36Uy HOTL  cucmembl.
H30upamenvuuiil nuOpanuzm npusen K 3akpenienuio UHCIMuntymos napiamenmapusma
8 NOAUMUUECKOU CUCmeMe.

Ha ocnose ananuza maccusa nop 1l 6a3bl BLIACHEHD
0Cco6eHHoCmU  6eH2ePCKOll NAPIAMEHMCKOU  U3OUPAMETbHO  CUCeMbl 6 Nepuoo
noc oti  demokpamuzayuu (1989 2.) u 3axpenienus O0emMOKPAMUYECKUX
npunyunog ynpaenenus (2011 e.). Mzoupamenvnan cucmema & Tocyoapcmeennoe
Cobpanue  kuiouaem  CIOXHCHYIO — UsbupamenvHylo  Qopmyny ¢ couemanuem
ocHoe madicopumapnoil u  nponopyuonanvhot modenei. Cocmas napramenma
hopmupyemes no K6OMHOMY RPUHYUNY C BKIIOHYEHHBIM 2010CO8AHUEM U30OUpamenell 6
MHO2OMAHOAMHOM U OOHOMAHOAMHYIX U3OUPAMETLHBIX OKPY2aX.

Kniouesvie cnosa: usbupamenvnas cucmema, napramenmapusm, Benepus,
nocmcoyuanuzm, mpancopmayus, 0eMoKpaAmMuHecKutl mpan3um.
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THE ROLE OF THE NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY
ORGANIZATION IN ENSURING INTERNATIONAL PEACE
AND SECURITY

In the article, it is tried to justify the global role of the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization (NATO) in contemporary international relations, as well as in
ensuring international peace and security. The North Atlantic Treaty Organization
established during the Cold War has been developed as a multifunctional institution
of international cooperation in the security sphere. In the Alliance’s New Strategic
Concept (1991) it was mentioned that the diversity of challenges now facing the
Alliance thus requires a broad approach to security and this may include a highly
integrated, multinational approach to specific tasks and functions. It is acknowledged
that the security of the modern world is not based on only military but also political,
economic, social, and environmental factors. The facts show that in these days NATO
is on the way to being transformed from a regional structure to a global player on
ensuring security in the contemporary international relations.

Keywords: UN, Security Council, international security, international law,
human rights, Republic of Azerbaijan, USA.

(cmammsi OpyKyEmMbCsi MOBOIO OPULIHATLY)

One of the most urgent and priority matters of the 21st
century — the globalized world which we are currently living in,
is to ensure international peace and security. At the end of the
twentieth century and the beginning of the twenty—first century,
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the outbreaks of fundamental changes in the international
relations system, the transformation of geopolitical situation and
the developments in interstate relations, the globalization and the
deepening integration processes raised international peace and
security issue throughout the world. Under such circumstances,
taking a glimpse into the future, longing for explaining how it
would be is particularly important to be noticed. Indeed, the
21st century is differing from the historical processes with its
unexpected events. It is reaffirmed by the international incidents
that occur casually. So that, industrial age has been replaced
the century of information, it seems as if the new millennium
has entered into the stage of globalization. But it has not been
released from the everlasting problems inherited from the last
centuries. Along with «old threats» to the international security,
21st century has presented a package of «new threats» in terms
of quality. The collapse of the Soviet Union laid the groundwork
for weakening of bipolar system on the stage of political struggle
in the world and ending of the ideological struggle between East
and West, as well as, coming of a number of problems frozen
to the fore. Even today, the «new threats» include the fear of
proliferation of weapons of mass destruction, the growing
number of national and ethnic conflict areas based on separatist
inclinations, international terrorism, the struggle for control
over certain geographical regions with extremely rich in natural
resources (especially with regard to oil and gas-rich areas),
environmental crisis, the deepening of problems in the financial
and economic sphere and so on [2, s. 7].

Indeed, this is an undeniable fact that total control of two
powerful countries (the US and USSR) over the world fulfilled
the significant regulatory and dissuasive role during the Cold
War. Today, however, the emergence of different actors in
the modern system of international relations, the coming of
new threats to peace and security into view, led to serious
problems in the world order. Now, nuclear weapons and other
weapons of mass destruction have lost its earlier intimidating
and dissuasive importance, in the twenty—first century in
addition to old threats to international peace and security, new
threats such as terrorism, extremism, separatism, transnational
organized crime, the creation of new weapons, the military
and religious and ethnic conflicts, etc. have become sources
of danger. If the main objective of the international law until
the end of the twentieth century was to protect the national
and corporate interests of sovereign states, to ensure their
safety and territorial integrity, to regulate interstate relations
in general, however, in the new situation international law is
trying to reach a solution to the controversial problems and
conflicts such as the protection of human rights and freedoms,
prevention of global environmental and social shocks, the
establishment of the rule of law. In this kind of conflicts, it
is aimed to fight against «new warriors» whose motive is
unknown or difficult to understand. Last events taking place
in the Middle East have proved it once again.

Such a question appears: Is there a need to establish a
super special law (supranational law) or set up an organization
in order to prevent the above—mentioned threats and dangers
or any other international organization or a military—political
organization can prevent these threats? In fact, it is impossible
to answer and justify these questions unequivocally. There
has been a long time that some conceptual approaches can be
found about the importance of establishing new world order
or international law with a supranational character. Taking
into account that, today international law, in addition to
playing a key role as a manifestation of states’ coordinated
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will in the regulation of international relations, it also acts
as an instrument of the organization and improvement of the
international rule of law [7, s. 21].

However, the primary dangerous trend in this direction
is the turning of international law into an instrument by
superpowers for achieving the hegemony over the world
through its transformation into supranational law. We
believe that it should not be allowed to use international law
by turning it into an extraordinary right for their imperial
interests, otherwise the sovereignty and will of other states
may be under threat. Accordingly, we would like to note such
a consideration that against the backdrop of all the threats and
challenges of the modern era, states do not try to create a new
organization that would be capable of preventing and dealing
with them effectively for the time being.

Which affordable and flexible method of regulation should
be addressed in this case? In fact, today, the United Nations
(UN) does not clarify so effective position on the matter of
the prevention of negative cases emerging in the light of
the fundamental changes in the international system, the
transformation of geopolitical situation and the developments
in interstate relations, the globalization and the deepening
integration processes. For this reason, a number of researchers
compare the activities of the United Nations and its Charter to
«The body in the coffin» [4, s. 48].

Although the United Nations Charter is the first
international legal instrument that in addition to identifying
of the main purpose of the rules and principles of international
law, it empowered them a compelling obligation (yus cogens).
In 2010, at the 65th session of the UN General Assembly, in
his speech the Azerbaijani President Ilham Aliyev noted that
Azerbaijan recognizes the central role of the United Nations
in maintaining international peace and security, promoting
sustainable development and advocating fundamental
freedoms for the people of the world. Azerbaijan believes that
the United Nations has to be stronger and capable in engaging
in a range of global issues in every part of the world, as well
as in addressing aspirations and concerns of each Member
State. As a country suffering from the devastation of war
and occupation, Azerbaijan strongly believes that faithful
observance of the worldwide accepted norms and principles
of international law concerning good neighborhood, friendly
relations and cooperation among States and fulfillment in
good faith of the obligations assumed by States are of the
greatest importance for the maintenance of international peace
and security. The ongoing armed conflict between Armenia
and Azerbaijan still represents a major threat to international
and regional peace and security. The United Nations Security
Council has adopted four resolutions and expressed its full
support to the sovereignty and territorial integrity of Azerbaijan
and the inadmissibility of the use of force for the acquisition of
the territories. It has also recognized that Nagorno—Karabakh
is part of Azerbaijan and called for immediate, full and
unconditional withdrawal of the occupying forces from all
occupied territories of Azerbaijan [1].

However, in light of today’s realities we are witnessing
that the UN does not have authority in the settlement of
international processes. In this regard, the fact should be
noted that the 2005 Review Conference of the Parties to the
Treaty on Non—proliferation of Nuclear Weapons was not
able to reach agreement on the substantive part of the draft
Final Document as the United States stated its will of the
superior. The US officials emphasized that the state, which
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of its policy «does not meet the national interests of the US»
or where «democracy» does not coincide with the concept
of «American democracy», the United States has the right
to military intervention in that country [6, s. 324-325]. This
means that the United States does not intend to equate its
national interests with the common interests of the member—
states of the United Nations. And of course, the main reason
in this issue is due to the loss of the previous reputation of
the United Nations. To note another fact is worth, in recent
years NATO and its activities for ensuring peace and security
are more on the agenda. Therefore, the last and alleged option
in this direction is to hope for the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization (NATO), its help and support. The USA by using
current situation (Undoubtedly, the United Nations and its
authorized bodies not being of enough viable also provides
an incentive in this process) has declared war on international
terrorism under the guise of NATO, however, engaged in its
geo—strategic interests. In fact, it is engaged in the realization
of its geostrategic interests like strengthening its reputation
on land, which is rich in natural resources [5, s. 12]. NATO
is a military and political and sub-regional organization
(extracting is mine—OM) founded on April 4, 1949, to secure
a lasting and just peace in Europe, to achieve the collective
defence of member states on the basis of the blessings of
democracy and human rights in accordance with the purposes
and principles of the UN Charter. Some of the supporters of
the concepts dedicated to security issue, especially supporters
of Kant’s concept of mutual security consider that NATO is
the main guarantor of security. The main reasons addressing
to that idea are globalization and transnationalization of the
world, and universalization of norms of social behavior; more
and more widely inspiring of capitalist ideas, public and civil
societies, the concepts of democracy and human rights as
universal values in the international arena; the establishment
of a new architecture of international security as a result of
the increasingly global struggle against terrorism started since
September 11, 2001 and the gradually expansion of NATO.

We would like to highlight an issue that historical events,
such as the collapse of the former Yugoslavia and the Soviet
Union; the German reunification after 45 years; the withdrawal
of the United States from the now-defunct Anti—Ballistic
Missile (ABM) Treaty signed on May 26, 1972; the reduction
of R-36m / SS—18 intercontinental ballistic missile equipped
with multiple independently targeted nuclear warhead
reentry vehicles under the terms of the START—-1 (1991) and
START-2 (1993) nuclear arms reduction treaties between
Russia and the US etc., took place on the political scene in
the late twentieth century did not lead to refusal of Western
countries from the organization provided their security during
the Cold War. On the contrary, these states more closely united
around NATO in order to ward off the dangers and threats of
a new era. However, NATO member states are well aware
that in a sense, this organization is oriented to the change in
the geopolitical structure of the configuration of international
system concerning the provision of national interests of the
states, in other words to the violation of the multipolarity
system and the rise of a US—centered unipolar system.

The first successful step the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization towards the acquisition of universal function
dates back to the 90s of the last century. So that, the elements
of the Alliance’s compliance to new conditions and challenges
were carefully prepared in NATO’s new strategic concept
adopted in Rome, in 1991. And the organization began to
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fulfill not only military policy, but also a political function
such as «dissemination» of democratic values and institutions,
which have a great role in stabilizing of the domestic situation
in the countries of Central and Eastern Europe. By logical
extension, in 1994, «Partnership for Peace» (PfP) program
individually addressed to the OSCE member states including
the Republic of Azerbaijan was adopted by the NATO Council.
Z. Brzezinski well-known expert on geopolitics and resolute
supporter of Alliance’s Eastward expansion policy notes that
if NATO does not enlarge it will collapse and be deprived of
historical necessity on «being able to experience», and thus
the «American leadership» will be discredited.

One of the criteria which bodes the NATO’s transformation
to the main power, perhaps the first one is the concept of human
security developed in the second half of the 90s. This concept
conditioned the necessity of the formation of a qualitatively
new security strategy serving to the prevention of threats
such a massive violation of human rights, increase in violent
crimes, terrorism, drugs, illegal migration, human trafficking,
etc. According to this concept, for the sake of the protection
of human security interference in the internal affairs of states,
intervention and even the use of force may be possible. It is
the concept that created the conditions of determination of the
legal basis for NATO’s future activities. Thus, in April 1999, in
Washington DC, during the celebration of the 50th anniversary
of the establishment of NATO, the new Strategic Concept on
the main activity directions of the Alliance in the XXI century
were adopted. The concept has created a good opportunity for
intervention the processes taking place in the world like NATO’s
penetration aside from its boundaries of the traditional zone of
liability, in particular, peace—building activities, taking counter—
measures against proliferation of weapons of mass destruction,
fighting against terrorism, protection of human rights etc. The
concept gave the NATO the right to use military force even
without the consent of the UN Security Council. In other words,
the NATO has achieved the freedom of action at universal
level going beyond its traditional control zone. Since 2003,
the fight against global and local terrorism under the auspices
of NATO has raised to the level of international policy and an
anti—terrorist coalition was created under the direction of the
US. The anti—terrorist operations carried out in Iraq, Yugoslavia
and Afghanistan are good examples of this coalition.

Recently, however, the deepening of the Syrian issue,
especially after the violation of Turkey’s airspace by the Russia’s
military aircraft and after the incident, against the background
of Turkey’s fight in three fronts — with terrorist organizations
like ISIS, PKK and the Assad Regime, we are witnessing the
policy of «Prudent and caring» showcased by NATO including
the US. However, according to the North Atlantic Treaty
(Article 5) the Parties agree that an armed attack against one or
more of them in Europe or North America shall be considered
an attack against them all and consequently they agree that, if
such an armed attack occurs, each of them, in exercise of the
right of individual or collective self-defence recognised by
Article 51 of the Charter of the United Nations, will assist the
Party or Parties so attacked by taking forthwith, individually
and in concert with the other Parties, such action as it deems
necessary, including the use of armed force, to restore and
maintain the security of the North Atlantic area. If we look at the
issue from another angle, it will be seen that NATO turns a blind
eye to the mortality of civilians in large—scale and systematic
manner in those areas by sacrificing human security criteria
to geopolitical interests. And thus, it generates reasonable
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suspicion to its role of international reputation. But it is an
undeniable reality that putting of the main burden on Turkey
while fighting against terrorism will create serious problems in
the future and this threat cannot be excluded. The movement of
people from conflict zones to the Western states, the cases of
illegal migration, the ethno—psychological differences, etc. may
cause the occurrence of the threat. Russia’s and Iran’s being of
an important actor in the Syrian conflict is one of the factors
damaging NATO’s reputation.

In fact, unilaterally giving special authorities to the NATO
in maintaining peace and international security outside the
framework of the United Nations, we believe that it cannot be
considered a positive solution of existing problem. The reason
should be ensuring peace and international security in a number
of conflict zones in the world and commitment of numerous
war and other crime facts against humanity under the guise of
protection by NATO forces. A matter of fact, the NATO is not
interested in maintaining peace and international security, but
more concern in ensuring the geopolitical interests of the US
and its allies. In the words of Admiral Alfred Mexenin, who is
considered intellectual father of NATO geopolitical strategy,
the main purpose of the armed forces is the providing means
of commercial interests [3, s. 52]. A number of researchers
who deal with security problems conceive that as the most
acceptable guarantor of peace and security through NATO is the
creation of «World Law» which has a sign of supranationality
and acts as the legal system of the «World State». Proponents
of this concept (Myres S. McDougal, Harold D. Lasswell,
M. Berkan, J. Moore, S. Hoffmann, etc.) are convinced that
making reference to «Rule of Force», which forms the core of
the «World law» is more appropriate in achieving the objective
of a specific foreign policy by denying legal obligation of
the UN Charter which is considered a universal source of
international law [8, p. 144; 9, p. 353]. The «Power is law»
maxima is standing on the basis of this concept.

Nevertheless, NATO has a voice in ensuring international
peace and security. Of course, international security is not a
purely political-military security, it is essentially a broad
concept and within this concept, it also covers security
factors such as legal, humanitarian, economic and financial,
food, environmental, etc. The Alliance is not only a military
context, but also fulfill political functions like «disseminationy
of democratic values and institutions stabilizing the internal
situation in the Central and Eastern European Countries. In
1994, as a logical continuation the cooperation was founded
between NATO and Azerbaijan within the framework of
«Partnership for Peace» program. We consider that Azerbaijan,
Georgia, Ukraine should develop permanently relations with
NATO and raise the membership issue the priority level.
Joining of the countries including Azerbaijan, Ukraine, Georgia
and Moldova to the North Atlantic Treaty Organization will
guarantee two directions for those states: First, they will
be released from Russia’s military and political opposition;
Secondly, and most importantly, it will protect those states
from a dangerous problem as the self-determination.
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Poap Opranizauii IliBHiYHOATIAHTHYHOTO 10r0BOPY
B 3a0e3neveHHi MiKHAPOIHOTO MHpY i Oe3nexkn

Pobumbcs cnpoba obrpynmyeamu 2nobanviy ponv Opeanizayii Ilisniuno-
amaanmuynozo 0ozoeopy (HATO) 6 cyuachux MidiCHApOOHUX BIOHOCUHAX, 8
momy uucii 6 3abesnevenni MixcHapoonoeo mupy i Gesneku. Cmeopena 6 poku
«xonoownoi eitinuy Opeanizayis IligHiunoamaanmuunozo 002060py chopmysanacs
K 6a2amo@yHKYionaIbHUll  IHCMUMym  MIJICHapOOHO20 — CRigpobIimHuymea 6
cpepi besnexu. Y cmpameeiunii konyenyii 1991 poky 6yaa ocobauso niokpeciexa
Heobxionicme  2n06anvroeo nioxody Ilieniunoamianmuuno2o coio3y 00 npobnem
Oesneku. Y Hill 8u3HABANOCA, WO Oe3neka 6 CYYACHOMY CGimi IDYHMYEMbCA He
MITbKYU HA BIUCLKOBUX (DAKMOpax, a i Ha NONIMUYHUX, eKOHOMIYHUX, COYIANbHUX
i ekonoziunux. Daxkmu noxazyiome, wo cb0200Hi HATO 3naxooumecs Ha wiisxy
ouesuonoi mpancgopmayii 3 pecionanvrhoi cmpykmypu i3 3abesneuenis besnexu 6
27100a16HO20 2PABYS CYHACHUX MIHCHAPOOHUX BIOHOCUH.

Kniwouogi cnosa: OOH, Paoa besnexu, midcnapoona 6esneka, MijcHapoone
npaso, npasa noounu, Asepoatioxncancoka Pecnyonika, CLLA.
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Poub Opranmaunu CeBepoa’maHTuqecxom JAorosopa
B ofecrieyeHnn MEKIAYHAPOAHOI0 MHPa H 0e30macHoOCTH

[enaemcs nonvimra o6ocrnosams 2nobansvuyio pons Opeanusayuu Cesepo-
amaanmuyecrkoeo ooeosopa (HATO) 6 cospemenHbix MEHCOYHAPOOHBIX OMHOUEHUSAX,
6 mom uucie ¢ obecneuenuu mexncoynapoono2o mupa u besonactocmu. Cozoannas
6 2006l «x0100HOU  60liHbLY  Opeanusayus  Ce8epoamianmuyecko2o 002080pa
cghopmuposanacy  Kak  MHO20QYHKYUOHANLHBIL — UHCIUMYI — MEICOYHAPOOHO20
compyonuuecmea 6 cepe Gezonacnocmu. B cmp KoUl  KOHyeny
1991 200a 6Gviia o0cobo noduepkHyma Heo6X0OUMOCMb  2N06ANbHO20 N00X00A
Cesepoamnanmuyeckozo coiosa k npobremam bezonacnocmu. B neil npusnaganocs,
umo 6e30naAcHOCHb 8 COBPEMEHHOM MUPE OCHOBbIBAENCsl HE MOTbKO HA BOCHHBIX
hakmopax, HO U HA NOMUMUHECKUX, IKOHOMUHECKUX, COYUATLHBIX U IKOLOUYECKUX.
Daxkmer  nokaszviearom, umo ce2oons HATO wnaxooumes na nymu ouesuoHou
mpancghopmayuu u3 pecuoHaNbHOU CMPYKMypsl no obecneyenuio 6e30nacHocmu 6
27106a1bHO20 USPOKA COBPEMEHHBIX MEICOYHAPOOHBIX OMHOUIEHUIL.

Kniouesvie cnosa: OOH, Cosem besonacnocmu, medxicoynapoonas 6e30nacHocniv,
MeAHCOYHAPOOHOE NPaso, npasa uenogexa, Azepoatioxcarcras Pecnyonuka, CLIA.
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