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Sociodemographic determinants of formation of electoral
preferences of the Republic of Poland

The article said about the peculiarities of formation of electoral preferences in the
Polish society. Determined socio—political and sociodemographic determinants that
affect the political activity and the formation of electoral sympathies of Polish citizens.
The interrelation between the change in the geopolitical vectors of the country and
election orientations of the population. The factors that are closely connected with the
Polish society. In particular, such as the historical past and the religious factor. Both
are endowed with peculiar features for the study of mentality and play a significant
role in the electoral behavior of Poles. It analyzed data from sociological polls and
according to them, traced the evolution of the electoral preferences of the voters.
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Counonemorpaguyeckue HHAHKATOPbI (POPMUPOBAHMS
u30upareabHbIX npedepennnii rpaxkaan Pecnydanku Moabma

Tosopumcst 06 ocobennocmsx opmuposanus uzoup X npeghepenyuil 6
nonvckom obujecmee. Onpedenenvi 06w ecmeenHo—nONUMUIECKUe U COYUo0eMozpa-
uveckue Odemepmunanmvl, KOMOpble GIUAIOM HA NOIUMUYECKVIO AKMUSHOCTb
u popmuposanue uzbupamenbHblx cumnamuii noisckux epascoan. HMccredosana
63AUMOCEA3L  MEHCOY U3 2e0no KUX ~ 6EKIMOPO6  CMpanvl U
usbuy HOIMU  Of vu  nacenenus. Onpedenenvl (akmopel, Komopuie
MECHO  CEA3AHbI UMEHHO ¢ NOMLCKUM COYuyMoM. B uacmmocmu maxue, Kax
ucmopuueckoe npouinoe u penueuosnwiii gakmop. Oba nadenenvl RpUCyYUMU
0COOEHHOCMAMU Ol UCCIeOYeMOU MEHMAIbHOCU U USPAOM He NOCICOHIOI0 POlb 6
2NEKMOPATLHOM NOedeHul nonaKkos. TIpoananusuposano OanHble CoYUOI02UIECKUX
ONpoOCOs U 6 COOMEEMCMEUN C HUMU NPOCIENCEHO 360I0YUI0 NEKIMOPATLHbIX
npeonoumenui usbupamenetl.
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ETHNIC CONFLICTS IN THE SOUTH-EAST ASIA

This article deals with ethnic conflicts in the South East Asia. One of the ethnic
conflict regions of the world is Southeast Asia. Southeast Asia is the most summoned
region as its ethnic, cultural and religion. Surely, we can say that minorities have three
groups in this region: ethnic and linguistic minorities, religious minorities and local
peoples. Ethnic, linguistic and religious minorities differ from local nations and it is
clear that they are inhabitants afterwards. Among such countries in the Southeast Asia
are Philippine, Indonesia, Malaysia. Apart from, like other countries of the world, it is
not so easy to distinguish dominant ethnic groups from others in the South—East Asia,
too. Island states such as Indonesia and Philippine save their national culture and
language which considering the main attribute of national identity.

A large number of ethnic minorities are in Indonesia, Malaysia and Myanmar
in the South—East Asia. In such cases, ethnic and cultural distinctions usually is
considered danger to national and social unity and the power of post-modern thinks
to change these different relations into national unity.

Keywords: South—East Asia, ethnic conflict, state sovereignty, minority, nation,
transformation.

(cmammsi OpyKyEmMvCsi MOBOI OPUSIHATLY)

One of the ethnic conflict regions of the world is Southeast
Asia. Southeast Asia is the most region summened as its
ethnic, cultural and religion. Surely, we can say that minorities
have three groups in this region: ethnic and linguistic
minorities, religious minorities and local peoples. Ethnic,
linguistic and religious minorities differ from local nations
and it is clear that they are inhabitans afterwards. Among such
countries in the Southeast Asia are Phillipinne, Indonesia,
Malasia. For example, Minadanao Muslims are considered
ethnic minorities in Phillipinne [8, p. 413-436]. Apart from,
Vietnam which situated in this region has its many ethnic
colouredness. For example, government in Vietnam doesn’t
accept notion of «local nationy». Instead, unlike Kinhs forming
majorities of Vietnam, all minorities are beared as ethnic
group relation. Ethnic groups being in most places of Vietnam
is more aboriginal than that Kinhs. For example, contrariwise
Kinhs which they inhabited in the 19th century, Khmers
inhabited in the south of Vietnam, on the delta of Mekong
river for thousand years [8, p. 415]. As can be seen this is
sign of common problems. Most of the ethnic minorities in
the Southeast Asia were assimilated as thier cultural, and as
well religious. For example, Hmongs were assimilated in
South China, in Vietnam, Laos, and Cambodia. These were
considered as ethnic minorities by the power and differ from
the dominant group.

Apart from, like other countries of the world, it is not
so easy to distinguish dominant ethnic groups from others
in the South—East Asia, too. Island states such as Indonesia
and Philippine save their national culture and language
which considering the main attribute of national identity.
For example, religion, language and culture of Java which
is the main island in Indonesia is different from Sumatra and
Bali islands. This difference in Philippine don’t attract the
attention. Local people and ethnic minorities are the highest
political subject which reflects social basis of national state
here. Muslims are dominant in Indonesian and Malasia,
catholics are dominnant in Philippine, confutsis in Singapore,
Buddhism in Thailand, Cambodia, Laos and Burma. So, in
every country have a lot of ethnics, ecpecially there are many
muslims in Thailand and Cambodia, christians in Indonesian,
Myanmar and Vietnam. In most cases, religious minorities
speak in dominant language. Tensions and discrimantions on
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religious were observed only in the form of linguistic division.
For example, government in Vietnam prohibited freedom of
speech and expression, declared schools belong to different
sects and Buddhists are majority of political activities after
combined in one state in 1975. Religious tensions reached to
the last degree after the economic crises in Indonesia at the end
of 1975, specially conflict between Mulsims and Christians in
Space island of Eastern Indonesia which caused to hundreds
of killings, ten thousands of refugees, have been continuing
till today [8, p. 416].

Researches show that with the ending of the «cold wary,
especially at the end of 80s of 20th century ethnic conflicts
developed in rising line. If these conflicts were 24 percent in
1994, were rising 25 percent in 2000, were rising 42 percent
in 2007 [4, p. 13-43]. Some analitics consider that ethnic
conflicts reached to 50 percent after WWII in the South—East
Asia [12, p. 651-673].

While we are looking through ethnic map of the South—
East Asia, known that in Indonesian which consist of 13
thousand islands, almost, more than 300 ethnic groups speak
in 240 languages and these are more than 200 million ethnic
minorities. Such situation is distinctive to China, Bangladesh,
Thailand and Myanmar which has its historical and cultural
relations to Laos. Etnic minorities suc as Shan, Kachin,
China and Karens are the majority in the mountains and their
numbers are more than 1 million.

In general, with the ending of the WWII, establishing of
their independence of regional countries, tensions between
«ethnic minorities» and «local people» have been seriously
problem for some countries of the South—East Asia. Ethnic
tensions draw attention to a considerable extent in Burma,
Malasia, Philippine, Cambodia and Indonesia. Besides,
economical and social changes caused to the political tensions
and conflict between local nations and ethnic minorities. In
some cases, in the fate of local peoples and ethnic minorities
are controlled by economic, political and social differences.
Even ethnic minorities stand at the top for their economic
index in the countries such as Singapore and Malasia. Ethnic
groups were assimilated in Philippine, Vietnam and Thailand
more than Indonesia, Malasia and Singapore, here China
is hegemony in a private sector. As a result, they benefited
from economic development in the last 10 years. In spite of
economical development, Chineses suffer from political and
cultural issues. Economical successes make displeasure in a
large groups, observed with tensions and such economical
progress is restrained by the government in some cases. As
a result, differeneces between local peoples and Chineses
like Pribuni in Indonesia, or Bumiputra in Malasia causes
their collision. Such speedy economic progress from 1997
cause attitude to Chines and almost many Chines were
killed, and their business were plundered [2, p. 33]. Ethnic
conflicts happened here are defined with armed tension,
ethnic separatism and uprisings. For example, armed Islamic
movements happened in the Southern Philippine, Southern
Thailand and Indonesia, resistance movements in the Eastern
Timour, and uprisings in Myanmar are obvious evedence.
Only Eastern Timour gained its independence by referendum
in 1999, uprising in Indonesia ended with ceasefire between
Indonesia and National Liberty Frontier of Sumatra [22,
p. 1-15]. By the way it is needed to note that 2 communities
were recognized like people who has own self—determination
by UNO. These are peoples of Palestine and Eastern Timour
region. Giving such rights to these regions is explained with

390

that these territories were occupied strange forces illegaly. For
example, giving of such rights to Palestines only happened
after receieving of Israel’s policy like colonial policy in this
region. In spite of Eastern Timour’s independence, Palestine
people doesn’t attained from this right yet. From this point
is reflected his self-determination of Palestine people in the
resoultion called «The right of self-determination of people»
adopted by General Assembly of UN in December in 2009 [17].
Thus, researchers show that ethnic minorities undergone both
the victims of state policy, or pressures of dominant groups.
These discriminations was completed national unity by
the government of post-modern or the «project of national
state» described by researcher Hetnen. It is known that nine
states of South—East Asia’s ten countries gained its own
independence after the second world war. Besides, cold war
intensified ideological tensions which caused to the political
and economical cataclysms during Vietnam war.

A large number of ethnic minorities are in Indonesia,
Malasia and Myanmar in the South—East Asia. In such cases,
ethnic and cultural distinctions usually is considered danger to
national and sosial unity and the power of post-modern thinks
to change these different relations into national unity. Showing
this case is observed sharply in Cambodia and Indonesia who
accepted political rules like to remove strange elements in
national culture. Both religious and cultural discriminations
were enforced non—Khmers, especially against Muslims
who opposed to adminstration, Vietnamese and Chines,
prohibitions were raised by the government during Khmer
regime in Cambodia (1975-1979). Just the name of the
country was changed, declared Campuchi by Khmer Rugi
during this regime and adopted the following slogan:

Only has one Campuchiya movement: there is one nation
and one state. There are not any other nations in Campuchiya
[13,p. 12].

Vietnameses were killed or deported from the country
as a result of this policy. These groups were considered like
Cambodians by Vietnamese government and didn’t allow
them to enter the country, remained on the ship settlements of
Mekong river. Entering of these ethnics to Campuchiya were
prohibited. Chineses whose being townsmen or capitalist were
in the target in this process and they were killed in Phnom—
Pen and other regions or were deported to outlying places and
a large number of them were killed from hunger or disease.
They also suffered from discrimination like Chams. There
are a few information about Chams ethnics killed during this
regime, Red Khmers [18, p. 272]. It is also noted that while
Campuchiya People Republic was declared, Khmer Roug left
the country. Again in 1993 the country was declared monarchy
regime like Cambodian King. A year later, thousands of
general officers of Khmer regime were freed by amnesty [5].

Yet in these years not only regional war, but also ethnic
conflicts shaked the country. Pol-pot regime was overthrown
after occupation of Phnom—Pen in January, 1979. The country’s
name was recalled Cambodia again after Vietnamese’s leaving,
and Buddhism was declared state religion again [5].

Primary agreement was gained in Paris 1991 for regulating
of political situation in the country which was born for a long
time. Transition government recognized by UNO represents
the power together other fractions. Cambodia People Party
gained the majority in the Parliament after referendum held
in 1993 [5]. As can be seen from the information ideological
confrontations of cold war turned South—East Asia countries
over battle places. Government organizations which were the
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prisoner regional powers’ hand followed ethnic—separatist
policy for a long time.

The last researches carried in the modern age show that
Pol-Pot regime gave an order to kill 2 million innocent people
in this ideological war in Cambodia [19]. But the infomation
of «The Cambodian genocide programy» give us to tell these
numbers to be 1.700.000 or 21 percent of country people
[23]. Other sources tell that these numbers are more than
2 million [20]. Actually, these showhing numbers are obviuos
appearance form of the genocide policy on the national—ethnic
basis. Even some foreign experts compare this genocide policy
with Jewish genocide which Hitler regime carried during the
second world war [11].

The researches show that Muslim minorities called Chams
in Cambodia restored their religious customs, religious
ceremony after Pol-Pot regime, even the power received
Islam as a main state religion like Buddhism. Additionally,
after Paris agreement in 1991 it was allowed to Cambodian
to voyage easily, as well the main ethnic majority Chams
were allowed to Hajj pilgrimage. 96 Muslims in Cambodia
were realised this pilgrimage by supporting of Muslim states
in 1992. Muslims living here are taught the Arabian lessons
by the supporting of the States of Islamic League, and also
supported Muslims for their educatin in Indonesia, Malasia,
as well Saudi Arabia [13]. As can be seen discrimination
policy carried out in the South—East Asia were observed
with the confrontations. This is to be oppressed the issues of
national identity of ethnic groups by the dominant groups. For
example, the large groups in Thailand are Buddhists, theri
religion, cultures, as well their government are very different
from etnic Malays, South Thailand. As a result of assimilation
policy of Thailand, Thai rules were applyed and these rules
were used in education and in administrative system. Muslims
were not allowed to come to power till 1997. Moro Muslims
were powerless in South Philippine which Catholic with the
impacts of Amrican and Spain cultures were dominant there
[16, p. 3-8]. So, the major reasons of ethnic conflicts in the
South—East Asia are multinational societies.

The carried researches show that Thailand is a state has
multinational society. Thai laws always are dominant here.
Even there are no minority issues in official-political ideolgy
in Thailand today. Although Thai ethnic groups are majority,
there are many social, religious, and cultural groups in
Thailand. Lao ethnic groups live in the North Thailand, Malay
ethnic groups live in the South Thailand [6, p. 180]. In the city
center of Thailand also live Chines, Indians, Vietnam ethnics.
It is not observed separatism in Thailand till 20th century.
But confrontations happened in three territory of Thailand —
in Pattani, Yala and after 2004. Almost, every day happens
confrontation, the main targets are schools. Thousands of
schools are such target. More than 60 armed forces represented
separatist movement since 1960. Many uprising leaders were
released during 1980 years and region has been more stable till
2004 [14, p. 107]. According to some specialists ethnic gropus
in the South Thailand are the victims of policy [9, p. 111]. Even
some specialists tell some scientific thoughts about the reasons
of ethnic conflicts in Thailand. For example, David Broun
writes that the origin of this problem is in internal inhabit. We
called it «the theory of internally inhabity. Two arguments
draw our attention. Firstly, unequal economical development
among the regional societies within state, the second are ethnic
national movements between different groups inhabitted in
the peripheral regions [2, p. 180—184]. The author writes that,
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such inequality reflect it own in internal inhabit don’t give
answer to dreams. For example, Khong—Muang inhabitted in
the lowlands were engaged in to cultivate rice, but inhabitans
in the mountains were engaged in to cultivate opium. These
factors are observed with the strict economical distincts,
too. As ca be seen from the datas the major factors of ethnic
conflicts happened in Thailand was born as a result of inequal
devolopment connected with internally inhabit at the end of
19th and begining of 20th century, caused to seriuos barrier
to common living of multinational and different peoples as
a result of colonial policy of European and USA colonizers.

References

1. Albritton, Robert, Bureekul, Thawilwadee. Thailand country
report. Working paper series: no. 4. Asian barometer: civil society and
the consolidation of democracy in Thailand. Global barometer: working
paper, series, 2002.

2. Brown D. The state and ethnic politics in Southeast Asia. — New—
york, 1997.

3. Case studies of ethnic minority conflicts in southern Philippines
and Southern Thailand // 6th Asia—Europe roundtable minority conflicts —
towards an asem framework for conflict management 10 — 12 June 2009.

4. Culture, identity and conflict in Asia and Southeast Asia // Asian
110 (January 2009).

5. Cambodia profile // http://www.bbc.com/news/world—asia—
pacific-13006828, January 17, 2012.

6. Daniel Semcesen, Pierre Nikolov. A comparative case analysis of
civil society & ethnic conflict in Thailand & Malaysia // Peace & conflict
studies 2008-01-28.

7. Ethnic conflicts and the Muslim question in Philippine politics //
http://smallwarsjournal.com/jrnl/art/ethnic—conflicts—and—the—muslim—
question—in—philippine—politics, September 25, 2103.

8. Gerard Clarke // from ethnocide to ethno development? Ethnic
minorities and indigenous peoples in Southeast Asia author // Third
world quarterly, vol. 22, no. 3 (jun., 2001).

9. Horstmann, Alexander. From shared cosmos to mobilization of
hatred: ethnic relations in southern Thailand between complementary,
alienation and hostility. 2004.

10. http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/khmer_rouge

11. In Cambodia, a clash over history of the Khmer rouge / http: //
www.washingtonpost.com/wpdyn/content/article/2007/05/07.

12. Marsella, Anthony. Culture and conflict: understanding,
negotiating, and reconciling conflicting construction of reality,
International Journal of inter cultural relations, 2005.

13. Minorities in Cambodia // Minority rights group international
report 95/2. — London: minority rights group, 1995.

14. Melvin, Neil. Conflict in Southern Thailand — Islamism,
violence and the state in the Patani insurgency.sipri policy paper. No.20.
Stockholm international peace research institute. — Bromma: cm—
gruppen, 2007.

15. Mccargo, Duncan, 2007. Countries at the crossroads: country
report — Thailand. Freedom house report. Retrieved 2008-01-16 from:
http://www.freedomhouse.org/uploads/ccr/country—7286-8.pdf

16. Muhammad Nasir Badu. Ethnic conflict in Southeast Asian: a com-
parative study of Aceh (Indonesia) and Moro (Philippines) ICIRD, 2012.

17. Right of Peoples to Self-Determination, General Assembly,
a/64/438.

18. Ratner, Steven R.; Abrams, Jason S. (April 5, 2001).
Accountability for human rights atrocities in international law: beyond
the Nuremberg legacy.

19. Sharp, Bruce (April 1, 2005). «Counting hell: the death toll of
the Khmer rouge regime in Cambodia». Retrieved July 5, 2006.

20. Statistics of Cambodian genocide estimates, calculations, and
sources by r.j. Rummel // http://www.hawaii.edu/powerkills/sod.chap4.htm

21. Srisomphob Jitpiromsiri. Thailand’s southern violence from
January 2004 to March 2009 // http:/www.deepsouthwatch.org/
node/287 on 03 may 2009.

22. Tan, Andrew. 2000. Armed rebellion in the ASEAN states:
persistence and implications. Canberra, Australia: Strategic and defense
studies center research school of pacific and Asian studies, The Australian
National University.

23. The Cambodian genocide program, 1994-2013 // http://www.
yale.edu/cgp/

24. The human cost of conflict in the Philippines / www.amnesty.
org/en/library/info/ 15 may 2009.

391



Bunyck 103

ITOAITUYHI HAYKH

Tires

Mameoos A. C., ookmopanm HAHA
(Asepbaioscan, baky), amrahov@gmail.com

Etniuni konduaiktu B [liBnenno—Cxinniii Asii

OQoun 3 emuiunux Kongnixmnux pecionax ceimy € Ilisoenno—Cxiona Asis.
Menwiunu maroms mpu epynu 8 YbOMy peioHi: emHiyHi ma MOBHI MeHWUHU,
penicitini  menwunu i micyegi Hapoou. Emmiuni, ninesicmuuni ma  penieitini
Menwunu 8iopisnaiomecs 6i0 micyesux napoois. Ceped maxux kpain y ITisoenno—
Cxioniu Azii @ininnin, Inoonesii, Manaisii. Benruka KinbKicmb emuivHux MeHUIUH
6 Inoonesii, Manatzii i M’aumi 6 ITicoenno—Cxioniti Asii. 'Y makux eunaokax,
EeMHIYHUX [ KYTbMYPHUX GIOMIHHOCEI, SK NPABUNO, BBANCACMbCI HeOE3NESUHUM Ol
HAYioHanbHO20 | COYIANbHO2O0 EOHOCMI.

Knrouosi cnosa: Ilisoenno—Cxiona Asia, emHiuHuil KOHQIIKM, OeporcasHuil
cyeepenimem, MeHWICMb, HAYis, NepemeopeHHsl.
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ITHHYeckue KOHQIUKTBI B FOro—BocTouHoii A3un

OOuH u3 HmHUecKUX KOHGYIUKMHbIX pecuonax mupa asisemes FO2o—Bocmounas
Aszus. Menvwuncmea umerom mpu 2pynnbvl 6 3MoM pecuoHe: SMHUYECKUE U A3bIKO6ble
MEHbUUHCIGEA, PeNUUO3HbIe MEHbUUHCMEA U MeCmHble HApoObl. DmHUYECKuUe,
JAUHSBUCMUYECKUE U PeTUSUO3HblE MEHbUUHCMEA OMAUYAOmMcs om MeCmHbIX
uap()&(m. FBonvuoe konuuecmeo SmHUYECKUX MEHbUUHCME 6 I/I/zbouemu, Manaiizuu
u Mosinme 6 FOzo—Bocmounoil Asuu. B makux cayuasx, SmHuteckux u KyaismypHbix
pamuum}, Kak npasujo, cuumaemcs OnacHolm ons HAYUOHANIbHO2O U COYUATBHOCO
eouHcmea.

Knwoueevie  cnosa:  [O20-Bocmounasi  Asus,  omuuueckutl  KOH@IuKm,
20¢cyoapc 1 cysep 3 “IM60, HAYUA, NPeodpPA308aHue.
k k3
YK 327.8
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OMNAOMAaTUYHOI CNYX6U, [HCTUTYT MiDKHAPOAHWX BigHOCWH
KWiBCbKOro HaLioHanbHOro yHiBepcuTeTy iM. Tapaca
LLleyeHka (YkpaiHa, Kui), bup90 @inbox.ru

YYHHWKMN AKTUBI3AL|i 30BHILIHLOI MOMITUKN
IHAIi HA BiM3bKomy Cxofl

B ymosax niosuwyenns snauents poii Oau3bKoCXioHo20 pe2iony y MINCHAPOOHUX
BIOHOCUHAX OCMANHIMU POKAMU CHOCMEPI2AEMbCS 3HAYHA AKMUBI3AYIs NPUCYMHOCINT
nosapezionanbHux akmopis y pecioni, 8 momy uucni Inoii. fAxa npaene 3akpinumu caiti
cmamyc pezionanvhozo nidepa ons 6ciei Azii. Y yvomy 36’a3ky memoro cmammi €
BUBHAUEHHS NPUYUH A AKMOPIE NOJICEAGICHHS 306HIUNbOL norimuku [n0il'y pecioni
brusvkozo Cxody. Asmopom docniodiceno nepedymosu opmysanis pe2ionanbho2o
306HIWHbORONIMUYIN020 Kypcy Inoil, y neputy uepey cmocogno apabcokux Kpaii
Ilepcvkoi 3amoku, oKkpecieHo OCHOBHI npobiemu 8IOHOCUH 13 depacasami peciony 6
nepioo «xon00noi gitinuy. Busnaueno ocnosni npuuunu akmusizayii ¢ionocun Inoii 3
ONU3LKOCXIOHUMU KpATHAMU. eHepemuyHi, 2eocmpameziyni, besnekosi. Busenero, ujo

came enepzemudnull Hakmop noxiceasnenns OIU3LKOCXIOHO020 6eKMOPY 306HiUUHbOT

nonimuku [Hoii € eonoenum. Bmim, ocmannivmu pokamu nooiuHuMU QYHKYiAMU
306HIWHbOT nonimuky InOii 6 pezioni € NOKpawens 2eocmpameziuio2o norLoNCeHHs
IHOil, 3an06HeHHS YMBOPEHO2O BaKYYMY CUIlU, HEOONYUCHHA OOHOCOPOHHLO2O
nocunenns KHP 6 pecioni ma 3pocmanus mpanchayionaibHux 6e3nekosux 3azpos.

K i cnoea: 306Hil noii Inoii, Bausvkuii Cxio, Ilepcoka 3amoka,
imMnopm nagmu, 080cmoponHi 6IOHOCUHU.

Tomituka Iaxii Ha bamsekomy Cxoni npoiinuia TpuBamuit
IOUIIX PO3BUTKY. 30BHIMIHBONONITHUHHN Kypc Hbro—[lemi B
peTioHI HAIITOBXYBaBCSl HA HEOOXIHICTH IOLIYKY PiBHOBAarm
MDK aOCONIOTHO pI3HHUMH 3a CBOIMH KyJIBTypHUMH Ta
MOJIITHYHAMHU  TPAJIUIISIME Iep)KaBaMH, 10 TPUBAIMH dac
CTPUMYBAJIO PO3BUTOK JIBOCTOPOHHIX BIiIHOCHH i3 PSIOM
KkpaiH. | nume B ocraHHId dYac momniThka IHAIl Ha HBOMY
HampsiMi BUHIUIA Ha SKICHO HOBUH piBeHb, 3poOMBIIN ii
Ba)KJTMBHM 1 BIUTMBOBHM I'PaBIEM B OIM3bKOCX1THOMY PETiOHi.

Bupuennro BigHocmH IHAiIl i3 JAepkaBaMu peTioHy
MPUCBIYEHO 3HAYHY yBary B 3aKOPAOHHINH HAyKOBiH ITyMmiIi,
nepur 3a Bce — 3 OOKy iHAIHCHKMX HAyKOBLIB Ta HAyKOBUX
LEHTPIB. Y 1bOMY CIIUCKY BapTO BiJ3HAYUTH TAKUX HAYKOBLIB
sk M. Canrira [1], C. IIpaaxan [2], I1. Kymap [3] Tomro. Taxk,
Maxamarpa Canrita B cBoiii poboti «India’s Relationship
with Arab Countries» naeTanbHO pPO3IIsLgae ICTOPUUHUIA
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po3BUTOK BigHOCHH [HIT i3 nepskaBamu periony [1]. B po6oti
I1. Kymapa «India’s Energy Requirements, Natural Gas and the
Persian Gulf» [3] mpoananizoBaHO €KOHOMIYHI Ta €HEpPreTHYHI
CKJIa0BI y BimHOCcHHax [HAIT 3 nepskaBamu [lepchKoi 3aTOKH.
LikaBe reoctpareriune 6aueHHs Lineit [HAil B perioHi MoxHa
3yctpitu B podoTi «Long Term Challenges of Indian Foreign
Policy: The Gulf and West Asia» Panira I'yntu [4], B sxiit
aBTop nuie npo 6opotedy Mixk KHP Ta [Haiero 3a mocunenns
cBoro BIMBY Ha bmmspkomy Cxomi. 3aramom, MOXEMO
KOHCTaTyBaTH JIOCUTb 3HAYHUI pIBEHb BHBYCHOCTI JaHOI
npobieMu B iHAINCHKIN HAayKOBiH JyMIl, MEHILIOK Mipoio —
B apalChKiii, ipaHCBKii Ta 13pailnbChKil HAYKOBIH JiTeparypi.
BiTuM3HsHUX JOCHiUKeHb 3 00paHOi HAMH TEMaTHUKH
IPaKTUYHO HEMA€, 10 POOUTH HEOOXiJHUM BUBYEHHS LIHOTO
BXJIMBOTO (DEHOMEHY CydYacHHX MIDKHApOIHUX BITHOCHH,
0CcOoONIMBO B yMOBaxX aKTHUBI3allil yKpaiHCHKOi 30BHILIHBOT
noniTukn B perioni Ilepchkoi 3aTokM Ta BpaxoBYHOYH
MO’KJIUBICTB HEPEHHATTS IHAIHCHKOTO IOCBITY Y HAIATrOJKEHHI
JIBOCTOPOHHIX BITHOCHH 3 CYCIJIHIMU KpaTHaMHU, J¢ TIPOKHUBAE
3HAYHA KUIBKICTh TPOMaITH—MIIPaHTIB.

3oBHimHs monituka [Hnii B perioni Ilepcekoi 3aTokn
Ta 0COOIMBOCTI JBOCTOPOHHIX BimHOCHH [HAIT 3 okpemumu
KpalHaMH pETioHy JOCHTh HOOpe IOCIHIKEHI IHIHCHKUMH
HAyKOBISIMU. BUTbIIiCTh POOIT MPUCBSUCHI CHEPTETUIHOMY
Ta €KOHOMIYHOMY (pakTOpaM BiTHOCHH JEpXKaB, SKi TaKOXK
po3mIAIaoThCs B crarTi. OMHAK M03a YBaroko 3alUIIA€ThCs
reoCTpareriyHuii Ta Oe3MeKOBHH YMHHUKH, SKI PO3TISHYTL
ABTOPOM B  SKOCTI B&KJIUBOIO CTUMYNY  ITOCHIICHHS
npucyTHocTi [Hail B perioHi.

ABTOp CTarTi HAMaraeThcsl AOCIIIUTH OCHOBHI (akTopu
3pocTaHHi poJti kpaiH [IepchKoi 3aTOKH B 30BHIITHBOTIOMI THYHI I
JisbHOCTI [HT B TX B3a€MO03as1e)KHOCTI Ta BUAUIMTH KIIFOYOBI
JeTepMiHaHTH, SKi Hapa3i BIUIMBAIOTh HA MONITHKY IHAil B
perioHi.

OcHOBHMMH (aKTOpaMH akKTHBi3amii momiTuku [HAIT Ha
bmmsekomy Cxoni cramu iHtepecu Inzmii B eHepreTHuHii
cdepi, reocrpareriuHi Il Ta BHYTPIIIHI NPUYMHH, SIKI
CIIPUYHHEHI, B MEPIIy Yepry, 3HaYHOIO TPYIOBOIO MIrparii€io
IHIICEKOTO HACEeNIeHHsI 10 KpaiH periony. JleTaapHuid po3msiy
X (akTopiB Ta MepexyMoB, IO 3a0€3MEUHIIN ITOCHICHHS
no3umiit [Hmii, € BaXIMBOIO YMOBOK Ui TOBHOI[IHHOTO
BUBYEHHS IIbOT0 BEKTOPY 30BHIIMIHBOT MOMITHKA [HiT.

[porsrom 1950—x 1 60—x pokie, [Hmis Hamaramacs
HAJIArOUTH MIIIHI 3B’ SI3KH 3 apaOCHKUMHU KpaTHAMH, TIEPIL 33 BCE
3 €runroM. MOTHBY TaKoro Kypcy OyITi OB’ s13aHi 13 TOJIOBHOIO
30BHIIIHBONIOJIITHYHOIO ACTEPMIHAHTO [HMIl — MparHeHHAM
po3BUHYTH Ta odonutu Pyx Henpueananus. [lepmmii mpem’ep—
minicTp [unii JxaBaxapnan Hepy i npesunent €runty ['amans
AOneny> Hacep manu BupimianbHe 3HAYEHHS Yy CTBOPEHHI
LBOTO MOMITHYHOTO 00’€qHaHHA. JIOriYHUM MPOJOBKEHHIM
3a3HAYEHOT0 BEKTOpY IHIIHCHKOI MONITHKM B perioHi Oyia
miaTpuMKa apaOChKMX —JepaB B apabo—i3paiibCbKoMy
nporucrosuHi. I mig yac Cyenpkoi kpusn 1956 poky, i mix yac
IIECTUJICHHOT BiliHn 1967 poky Inzis BucTynana 3 KPUTHKOIO
i I3paimro, mo He MOIIO HE BIUIMHYTH Ha PO3BUTOK
JIBOCTOPOHHIX BIJIHOCHH i3 1i€r0 KpaiHoto. [1ix Tuckom €runty
Ta apaOChKUX KpaiH [H/is noroxunacs He 3anpourysary [3paiinb
Ha bannyH3pKky KoH(epeHIio i BuKIounTH [3paine 3 Pyxy
HETIPHETHAHHA. A JUIUIOMATHYHI BIJTHOCHHHU MDK Jep)KaBaMu
Oy/M TIOBHICTIO HOpPMAJIi30BaHi TUIBKM IICIS 3aBEPIICHHS
xoJonHoi BiitHu [1, ¢. 21-55].

Bignocunu Iuzii 3 kpaiHaMu perioHy pi3ko IOTipIIMIIHCS
micns Toro, sk B 1970—x pokax apaOcbki kpainm i Ipan
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