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Abstract. The publication considers topical issues of classification of historical and cultural reserves.

The study of species diversity and the specification of historical reserves remains one of the most
complex and understudied topics. The delimitation of reserves in accordance with the peculiarities
of the organization of work to ensure the proper state of preservation and promotion of certain
types of monuments is an important aspect in the study of historical and cultural reserves. The
study provides a description of the state (hierarchical) classification of historical and cultural
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reserves. It was found that this classification is based on the principle of significance for the
state of cultural heritage sites that form the basis of individual reserves. Legislative acts are
analyzed and the shortcomings admitted in the theory of classification and their consequences
in practical implementation are established, on the example of historical and cultural reserves in
the western regions of Ukraine. Based on the ratio of theoretical approaches and their practical
expression, the inconsistency of the classification with reality was established. Recommendations
necessary to ensure the practical expression of this classification in the work of state bodies
and historical and cultural reserves were offered. The study considers the classification of
historical and cultural reserves formed by the typological affiliation of monuments. It was found
that the above classification is based on the species diversity of cultural heritage sites. On the
basis of a comparative analysis of the classification of types of reserves and cultural heritage
sites, discrepancies in the classification systems were identified. In particular, discrepancies
between species classifications of monuments and reserves in the norms of the Law of Ukraine
«On Protection of Cultural Heritage» were established. Recommendations for systematization
of nature reserves by types of monuments are given. A mechanism for determining the species
of historical and cultural reserves was also developed. The article proposes a new approach to
determining the type of reserves based on the percentage of ensembles of cultural and historical
heritage, which form the basis of historical and cultural reserves.

Keywords: object of cultural heritage, type of reserve, level of subordination, legislation, monument
protection work, practical reflection, quantitative indicator, historical value, ensemble of
monuments.

J.I1. T'puirok

Heporcasnuii icmopuro-KynbmypHuil 3anosionux y M. JIyysxy, JIyyek, Yxpaina

IMPOBJIEMHI ACIIEKTHU KJIACU®IKAIIII ICTOPHUKO-
KYJIBTYPHUX 3ATTIOBIJHUKIB HA ITPUKJIAJII YCTAHOB
3AXIJTHUX OBJIACTEHM YKPAIHU

AHoTanisi. Y nyOuikaiii po3mIsIaloThCs aKTyallbHI MUTaHHS Kiacu(ikamil iCTOPHUKO-KYIBTYPHUX
3aoBiHUKIB. PO3MeKyBaHHS 3aIIOBITHUKIB BIIMOBITHO 10 0COOIMBOCTEH opraHizailii poooTH
JUTsE 320€3IeUCHHS HAJIOKHOIO CTaHy 30epeKEeHHS Ta IMOIMYJSpU3aLil OKpeMUX BHIIB IaM’ITOK €
BKIIMBUM aCIIEKTOM Y TIPOIIECI TOCIIHKEHHS iICTOPUKO-KYIBTYPHHX 3aTIOBIAHIKIB. Y JOCIIKEHHS
HAJA€ThCsl XapaKTepUCTUKA JAepKaBHOI (iepapxiuHoi) kiacudikalii icTOpUKO-KYIbTYPHUX
3anoBiHUKIB. [IpoaHani3oBaHO 3aKOHO/IABYI aKTH Ta BCTAHOBJICHO HEIOJIKH, TOMYIICHI B TEOpii
kiacu(ikarii Ta iX HACHiIKH B MPAaKTHYHINA peati3alii, Ha MPUKJIaAl iICTOPUKO-KYIBTYPHHX
3aMOBIIHIKIB Yy 3aXiTHUX 007acTaxX Ykpainu. Ha ocHOBI CIIiBBiAHOIIEHHS TEOPETHIHHUX ITiAXOIIB
Ta X MPaKTHYHOTO BUPAKEHHsI OyJIO BCTAHOBJICHO HEBIIIOBIIHICTh Kiacudikallii 10 peasbHOCTI.
Bynu 3anpornionoBaHi pekoMeH1anii, HeoOXiH1 11t 3a0e31eYeHH s TPAKTUYHOTO BUPaXKEHHS LIi€T
Kinacuikanii B poOoTi JepkaBHUX OPraHiB Ta ICTOPHKO-KYJIBTYPHUX 3aMOBIAHUKIB. Y JIOCIIKEHH]
PO3IISIHYTA KIacH]iKaLlis iCTOPUKO-KYIBTYpHHX 3al0BITHUKIB, c(hOpMOBaHA 32 THUIIOIOTIYHOIO
MPUHAJICIKHICTIO 1aM’sTOK. 30KpeMa, BCTAHOBJICHO PO301’)KHOCTI BUIOBUX Kilacu(ikaiiii
nam’sITOK Ta 3aroBiJHUKIB y HOpMax 3akoHy Ykpainu «IIpo oXopoHy KyJIbTypHOT CriaAlluHI.
IonaHi pexoMeH il MO0 CHCTeMAaTH3aIlil BU/IIB 3aITOBITHHUKIB 32 TUITAMH IIaM SITOK. Y CTaTTi
3aIPOTIOHOBAHO HOBHH IMiJIXiJ 10 BU3HAYCHHS BUAY 3allOBiTHUKIB HA OCHOBI BiZICOTKOBOTO
CHIBBIJIHOIIEHHSI aHCaMOJIIB ITaM’SITOK KYJIBTYPHOI Ta ICTOPUYHOI CITAJIIMHH, SIKi CTAHOBJISITh
0a3y ICTOPUKO-KYJIBTYPHHX 3aIIOBIHUKIB.

Knwuoei cnosa: 00’ €Kt KynbTypHOI CIAAIINHHN, BUJ 3alI0BiTHHKA, PIBEHD MIAMOPSIKYBAHHS,
3aKOHOJABCTBO, lIaM’ ITKOOXOPOHHA po0OTa, IPAKTHYHE BiIOOPaKCHHS, KUTbKICHUN TOKa3HHUK,
ICTOpUYHA I[IHHICTh, aHCAMOJIb 1AM’ SITOK.

Problem statement. Classification of historical reserves is one of the most complex and
insufficiently studied topics at the present stage of study of monument protection institutions
of Ukraine. An important aspect in the process of studying the types of reserves is the ratio
of legal and scientific terminology on the essence of the concept of historical and cultural
reserves. 32]. Therefore, it is necessary to characterize the state (hierarchical) classification
of historical and cultural reserves formed on the basis of the level of significance of cultural
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heritage sites for the state. Provide recommendations on the practical expression of this
classification in the work of government agencies and reserves. Consider the classification
of historical and cultural reserves formed by the typological affiliation of monuments. Based
on the comparative analysis of the classification of reserves and cultural heritage sites,
identify inconsistencies in the classification systems and provide recommendations for the
systematization of nature reserves by types of monuments. Consider the mechanism for
determining the species of historical and cultural reserves and provide recommendations
for improving the classification of these institutions.

Topicality. Research in the field of conservation of historical and cultural reserves
requires a detailed study of many aspects of these institutions. The legal classification of
the latter is important in the process of studying historical and cultural reserves.Legislative
and scientific approaches to the classification of reserves need to be substantiated and the
advantages and disadvantages of modern species diversity need to be identified.

The urgency of the study is due to the lack of a sound position in Ukrainian legislation
on the types of reserves. There is also a need to unify approaches to the classification of
reserves and cultural heritage sites in the scientific literature and legislation. The study of
classification approaches plays a significant role in the process of basic and applied research
related to the activities of historical and cultural reserves.

Analysis of research and publications. The topic of organization of monument
protection work in Ukraine is a very popular area of research among domestic researchers.
Scholars pay considerable attention to the study of many areas in the field of cultural heritage
protection. In particular, a lot of research is devoted to the formation and analysis of the
legal system of protection of historical heritage. Thus, theoretical issues of legal protection
of cultural heritage sites were considered in the works of V. Akulenko [1], PM Rabinovych
[14], TV Kurilo [11], OV Usenko [15] and others. Problems of the relationship between
Ukrainian legislation and the international legal system of cultural heritage protection
are presented in the studies of G. Andres [2] and O. Melnychuk [12]. In the process of
researching historical and cultural reserves, the work of S. Kot deserves special attention,
who formulated the scientific concept of «reserves» and paid special attention to the legal
status of the latter [9].The activities of monument protection institutions and their place in the
state system of cultural heritage protection are also presented in the works of V. Antoshkina
[3] O. Epifanov [5] and others. V. Kholodok investigates the issues of state management of
cultural heritage protection [16]. V. Vechersky made a significant scientific contribution to
the topic of methods of protection and preservation of urban complexes and methodological
principles of protection and restoration of monuments [4 p. 276-333]. Some aspects of the
implementation of monument protection measures on the basis of historical and cultural
reserves are considered by O. Zlyvkova [8]. Linyova, LV Pribega and others. The above
researchers also pay attention to the organization of historical and cultural reserves. However,
the issue of classification and delimitation of historical and cultural reserves in the scientific
literature is not given due attention.

Purpose and objectives. The aim of the study was to study the approaches to the
classification of reserves. Carrying out a comparative analysis of state classifications proposed
for reserves and cultural heritage sites, in order to identify classification shortcomings in
the legislation. Providing recommendations for improving the classification of reserves.

Presentation of the main material. Prerequisite for the study of certain types of
reserves is a comparative description of the concept of historical and cultural reserve
and the specification laid down in the terminology, depending on the activities of these
institutions. In scientific circles, the term introduced by S. Kot is mainly used., with. 21].
According to this concept, historical and cultural reserves act as a certain area of the
historical environment (territory). Thus, the defining feature of the reserve, from the point
of view of the scientist, is the presence of a separate territory on which the cultural heritage
objects are concentrated, which together form the basis of the reserve. However, it does
not correspond to legal terminology, because Art. 33 of the Law of Ukraine «On Protection
of Cultural Heritage» provides for the establishment of reserves on the basis of a complex
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(ensembles) of monuments. Thus, the legislator proposes to consider historical and cultural
reserves as a set of material objects that have historical or cultural significance and can
clearly represent historical events and processes. Legislative interpretation in the presented
sense is significantly narrowed, but based on the content of Art. 33 in general, the formation
of reserves can take place both on the basis of a separate complex and in the territory where
cultural heritage sites are located [6, p. 33]. At the same time, the legislator has significantly
expanded the concept of a reserve, because in the sense of the Law, a reserve is not only
a collection of monuments or a certain territory, but also a legal entity.Historical and
cultural reserves are research and monument protection institutions. The state also assigns
a number of monument protection and cultural-educational tasks to the reserves. The main
function of the institution is to study, protect, preserve and promote cultural and historical
heritage. Based on the relationship between legal and scientific concepts, historical and
cultural reserves can be considered as territories, ensembles of monuments and research
institutions at the same time.

Regarding the classification of historical and cultural reserves in the Law of Ukraine
«On Protection of Cultural Heritage» we meet several approaches. Depending on the
significance for the state of cultural heritage sites, on the basis of which a reserve is formed.
There are historical and cultural reserves of state and local importance [6, Art. 32]. The Law
also provides a description of the classification of the reserve by importance for the state.
In particular, the basis for determining the reserve of national importance is the availability
and provision of state protection (thus can be counted only objects that are on the state
register and have the status of monuments) complexes or ensembles of monuments «having
special cultural, historical and scientific value, had a significant impact on the development
of culture, architecture, urban planning and are directly related to outstanding historical
events» [6, Art. 33]. Reserves of local significance include: «complexes (ensembles) of
monuments that reflect the characteristics of history, culture, architecture or urban planning
of a particular region or locality» [6, Art. 33].Also in the legislation we find the terms
«national reserve» and «republican reserve», but such wording is only the status of the
institution and does not apply to the types of reserves. Accordingly, when determining
the classification, we do not take them into account. However, the practical purpose of
such a division remains unclear. It can be assumed that the division should provide for the
appropriate level of subordination of historical and cultural reserves. In this case, reserves
of national importance must be subordinated to the highest executive bodies, whose powers
include the protection of cultural heritage. In Ukraine, such a body is the Ministry of
Culture and Information Policy. Whereas local reserves should be subordinated to local
cultural heritage protection bodies, in particular to the relevant Departments of oblast or
city councils. In practice, the Ministry of Culture and Information Policy of Ukraine has
only twenty-three institutions out of sixty state historical and cultural reserves [6, Art.
33]. The reserves subordinated to the highest executive body of the state in the western
regions of Ukraine include:

. National Reserve «Ancient Halych»;

. Kremenets-Pochaiv State Historical and Architectural Reserve;

. State Historical and Architectural Reserve in Berezhany;

. Khotyn Fortress State Historical and Architectural Reserve;

. Kamyanets National Historical and Architectural Reserve;

. State Historical and Memorial Reserve «Field of the Battle of Brest;
. State Historical and Cultural Reserve in Belz;

. Ternopil Castles National Reserve [8, p. 59 61].

Outside the office of the Ministry of Culture and Information Policy and in the relevant
subordination of local authorities, among the historical and cultural reserves of national
importance remained:

1. State Historical and Cultural Reserve in the city of Lutsk;

2. State Historical and Cultural Reserve «Ancient Vladimiry;

3. Tustan State Historical and Cultural Reserve;

0NN AW
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4. State Historical and Cultural Museum-Reserve «Lychakiv Cemetery»;

5. Zhovkva State Historical and Architectural Reserve;

6. Nahujevychi State Historical and Cultural Reserve;

7. State Historical and Cultural Reserve in Dubno;

8. State Historical and Cultural Reserve in Ostroh;

9. Samchyky State Historical and Cultural Reserve;

10. Medzhibizh State Historical and Cultural Reserve;

11. Zolochiv Castle Museum-Reserve;

12. State Museum-Reserve «Olesky Castle» [8, p. 62 63].

Thus, on the example of historical and cultural reserves in the western regions of
Ukraine we trace the inconsistency of the practical implementation of the legislation.It
is expedient to subordinate all historical and cultural reserves of state importance to the
Ministry of Culture and Information Policy of Ukraine, and to reserve reserves of local
significance in the department of local state authorities. This approach will speed up the
search for and protection of cultural heritage sites on the ground by organizing new reserves
of local importance.

The legislation also provides for the types of historical and cultural reserves according
to the types of monuments on the basis of which they are formed. There are historical-
architectural, architectural-historical, historical-memorial, historical-archaeological
and historical-ethnographic reserves [6, p. 33]. All these species are considered by the
legislator to be historical and cultural reserves. However, the normative opinion on the
listed classification groups remains unclear. In particular, there are no explanations about
the features on the basis of which the historical-architectural and architectural-historical
reserves are distinguished. In the outlined question, we can trace the elements of the
classification built on the principle of the percentage of components of the reserve. However,
this approach has not been properly developed in legal norms. The legislator also singled
out museums-reserves. However, in the scientific literature there is no distinction between
historical and cultural reserves of all kinds and museums-reserves. Researchers consider
museum-reserves as a kind of historical and cultural reserves. According to scientists, the
peculiarity of museums-reserves is the mode of keeping monuments and their historical
territories.It is proposed to consider museums-reserves only those institutions for which
the prohibition of production activities and agricultural land use in the territory where such
institutions are located [4, p. 67]. This conclusion is also suggested by the legislator, as both
types of reserves are regulated by the same legislation and are subject to state protection
on general legal grounds. The law does not differentiate between concepts and does not
clarify the grounds for granting certain groups of monuments the status of a historical and
cultural reserve or museum-reserve. As the regulations do not provide any justification for
distinguishing these concepts, researchers do not consider historical and cultural reserves
and museum reserves as two different types of institutions. Therefore, it is appropriate
to consider museums-reserves as a kind of historical and cultural reserves. In this way,
historical and cultural reserves can be divided into six groups, which are divided according
to the typical features of cultural heritage sites.

The Ukrainian legislation provides a separate classification of cultural heritage
sites, which is based on the species by type of monument. Thus, it is possible to trace
the interdependence of classification systems of reserves and monuments built on the
principle of typological affiliation of cultural heritage sites. According to paragraph 2
of Art. 2 of the Law of Ukraine «On Protection of Cultural Heritage», cultural heritage
objects are divided into: archaeological, historical, monumental art objects, architectural
objects, urban planning objects, objects of garden and park art, landscape and objects
of science and technology [6, Art. 32]. Given this approach, we find inconsistencies in
the distribution of historical and cultural reserves by type of monument, provided by the
official classification. The proposed classification systems do not partially correspond
to each other, despite their official definition in the legislation. The only thing that is
understandable is the allocation of historical and archeological reserves to a separate
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group, as this group corresponds to a separate type of monuments. Thus, it can be stated
that historical and architectural reserves are declared and specialized on the basis of
archaeological complexes such as: their remains or ruins, megaliths, caves, rock paintings,
areas of historical cultural layer, fields of ancient battles. Regarding the latter group, we
note that its enrollment is related to the definition of the Law which states that this group
of monuments includes «buildings, structures, their complexes (ensembles)» [6, Art.
33]. It can be assumed that a group of architectural reserves is created and operates on
the basis of historically formed complexes to which the legislator includes: «centers of
settlements, streets, neighborhoods, squares, with preserved planning and spatial structure
and historic buildings, and individual buildings partially preserved in authentic condition»
[6, Art. 33]. There is also a partial correspondence between the group of historical and
memorial reserves and historical cultural heritage sites. In fact, the legislation included
in the group of historical monuments: «landmarks associated with important historical
events, with the lives and activities of famous people» [6, p. 33]. However, the volume of
the range of monuments included in the historical group remains unclear, which allows
to include several types of historical and cultural reserves in one group of monuments.
A further comparison of the classifications shows a complete discrepancy between the
groups of monuments and reserves, both in terms of species and quantity. After all, there
are eight types of monuments and only six types of historical reserves. The classification
of historical and cultural reserves remains a problematic issue at present. It is advisable to
develop a new classification of reserves taking into account the existing methodological,
methodological and practical achievements of foreign and domestic scientists in the field
of classification of cultural heritage sites [3, p. 117].This will make it possible to more
thoroughly assess the specifics of the work of historical and cultural reserves in relation
to certain groups of monuments and to better organize the protection of monuments.

The mechanism of determining the species affiliation of historical and cultural reserves
has not been studied. Monument ensembles often consist of different types, as the feature of
immovable historical monuments is an extremely wide range of content embodied in them.
Cultural heritage sites can be linked to different historical events, personalities, architectural
value and archaeological heritage sites at the same time.

A percentage approach should be used to objectively assess the specialization of
reserves. It is necessary to calculate the quantitative and qualitative composition of cultural
heritage sites and determine the type of reserve according to the dominant composition of
monuments. To ensure the quality of the calculation procedure and determine the type of
reserves, the whole process must be legally approved.

An important aspect is the expression of the specialization of historical and cultural
reserves. It is difficult to provide an objective assessment of the quality of conservation
measures carried out by reserve administrations. Therefore, it is impossible to determine
the features of certain types of reserves in accordance with their specialization. At the state
level, Regulations «on the administration of the state historical and cultural reserve». This
document is adopted and approved for each institution separately, and is the main document
that organizes the activities of reserves [13]. However, such provisions are typical for all
types of reserves and do not have any differences in their content depending on the specifics
of the institutions. In the process of approving the administrations of historical and cultural
reserves, it is necessary to provide for the availability of appropriate specialists in relation to
the quantitative indicators of cultural heritage sites. This approach will optimize and improve
the work of institutions. The outlined issue needs to be finalized at the national level, and
should correspond to the classification of reserves.

Conclusions. In summary, we can say that there are gaps in Ukrainian legislation in
the field of organization of historical and cultural reserves. The term historical and cultural
reserve can be interpreted in three definitions, as an institution, territory and complex of
monuments. However, officially these concepts are not represented by a separate legal act,
which leads to problems of interpretation of the concept of historical and cultural reserve.
Two classifications are used for historical reserves. The essence of the first is to allocate
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reserves by level of subordination. In practice, this classification is distorted and does not
reflect the legislative idea. Another classification is based on the species diversity of cultural
heritage sites. However, the content of such a distinction does not comply with the law.
Species classification is not properly reflected in the regulations designed to regulate the
activities of historical and cultural reserves.
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BUXOBAHHS PAITHCHKUX HIIHHOCTEHW Y CTYJEHTIB
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AHoTamis. Y cTarTi Kpi3b NpU3My IEPiOAMYHOTO IPYKY PO3IISANAETHCS aKageMiuHe HOBCSIKICHHS
crynentiB BH3 Xapxosa sik cepenoBuiie GopMyBaHHS PaaSTHCHKHAX IIHHOCTEH. Y BITUM3HIHIN
icTopuyHii Haylli MMTaHHA KOHCTPYIOBAHHS «PaSHCBHKOT JIONMHI» € JOCUTh aKTyalbHHM.
Horo y cBOiX JOCHTIPKEHHSIX TOpKaJacs 1iJla HU3Ka BITYM3HSHUX Ta 3aKOPOHHUX HAYKOBIIIB.
Oco0nuBHii iHTEpEC, 3 OIIAAY Ha CBOE 3HAYCHHS B PAJSTHCHKOMY CYCITIIBCTBI, CTAHOBHTH
JIOCITI/PKEHHS CTYACHTCHKOT MOJIO/Ii B KOHTEKCTI BUXOBAHHS PaITHCHKUX IIHHOCTEH. J[KepenbHy
0a3y JOCHIPKEHHSI CTAHOBJISATH Ta3eTH BUIIMX HABYAJIBHUX 3aKiaj(iB XapkoBa (XapKiBChKOTO
JICPXKABHOTO YHIBEPCUTETY, XapKiBCHKOTO MOJITEXHIYHOTO IHCTHTYTY, XapKiBCHKOTO aBialliifHOro
IHCTUTYTY, XapKiBCHKOTO aBTOMOOITEHO-TOPOKHOTO IHCTHTYTY, XapKiBCHKOTO MEAMYHOTO
IHCTUTYTY), apXiBHI Marepianu Jlep>kaBHOTO apXiBy XapKiBChKoi oOmacti Ta LleHTpamsHOrO
JICPYKABHOTO apXiBy BUINKX OPraHiB BIAJM Ta YIpaBIiHHS YKpainu. JocaimKeHHs BUKOHAHE
3 BUKOPHCTAHHSM CIIELiaJIbHO-ICTOPUYHHX Ta 3araJlbHOHAYKOBMX METOAIB 13 3aJIyYCHHSIM
TEOPETHYHUX HAIPAIIOBAHb iCTOPHYIHOT iMaroJorii Ta icTopii MOBCAKICHHOTO JKUTTS. Y TIporieci
JIOCIIKEHHS OyI0 BCTAaHOBIICHO, IO OIBITICT MaTepialliB, Ta3eTHUX CTATEH, IKi BiIOOPaxaioTh
aKaJieMiuHe MMOBCSKICHHS, OyJIM MPUCBSIYCHI CKIIAJaHHIO CTyJeHTaMHu icnuTiB. [l Takux
myOutikaniil XxapakTepHa THIIOBa CTPYKTYpa, sIKa BKITFO4asa B ceOe MoXBaly HalOLIbII YCIIITHUX
CTY/ICHTIB Ta KPUTHKY Ha aIpeCy THX, XTO OTPUMYBaB HE3aA0BUIbHI OHKK. KpuTHi mianasamm
TaKOX THX CTYICHTIB, 5Kl JEMOHCTPYBAJIH TOCEPEIHIO YCIIIIHICTh Y HaBYaHHI. [X 3BMHyBadyBan
B Oaiiry»xocTi 10 ocBiTHROTO nporiecy. [TonioHa mpakTrka myOIiuHOT MOXBAIH Ta MyOIIYHOTO
3acy/PKEHHS MaJla BUXOBYBaTH B CTYACHTCHKOI MOJIOJII MTOYYTTSI KOJEKTHBI3MY Ta CIIJIBHOT
BIIMIOBIAFHOCTI 32 pe3y/IbTaT! HaBYAIBHOI MisLTEHOCTI. Jl0 TOTO K Ha BayKJIMBIiH POJTi KOJCKTHBY
B OCBITHROMY MPOIIECi TOCTIITHO pOOUTHCS HATOJIOC y BiMMOBIAHNX MyOmikarisx. HaBuansHuit
nporec OyB AOCHUTH 3aiJ1e0JI0Ti30BaHUi — BiH TlepeOyBaB Iijl MUIBHOIO YBArol napTiiHuX
Ta KOMCOMOJIBCHKMX KOMITETIB HaBYaJIbHOTO 3akiiany. llle oxniero momupenoro Gpopmoro
BiTOOpaXCHHS B TIPECi aKaJeMiTHOTO XUTTS OyJIH KapUKaTypH, TYMOPECKHU Ta (heUICTOHH.
3aranom jke BHII[Aa OCBiTa Ha CTOpPIHKAX mepioguyHnx Bunanb BH3 micta cipuiiManacs sk
IHCTPYMEHT IiZATOTOBKH 1HTEJIEKTYaIbHOI eJIITH PasTHCHKOTO CYCIIIBCTBA, & IHTEJIEKTyallbHa
npans JeriTuMi3yBajacs 4epes3 JOJIyUYSHHs CTYJCHTIB 10 TPYJOBHX MPAKTHK, MTOIMIMPESHUX
Y PaAsSHCHKOMY CYCITIJIECTBI, TA OIIAHYBAHHS MOJIOJUTIO OCHOB MapKCHCTCHKO-JICHIHCHKOTO BUCHHSI.

Kniwouosi cnosa: crynenT, ocBiTa, pajiiHChKI IIIHHOCTI, NepioanKa, XapKis.
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