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Krinichnaya I. P. Genderno-valeological measuring of efficiency of state
administration.

Analysed genderno-valeological constituents as criteria of efficiency of state administration.
Investigational what circumstances of vital functions of society, can result in human victims,
financial losses and destruction of environment.

Key words: genderno-valeological constituents, demographic growth of population,
senescence of population, life-span, birth-rate, death rate, to prevalence of illnesses, state
administration.
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