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GENDER PARTNERSHIP AND TOLERANCE PHENOMENON

Purpose. The article analyzes the role of such a phenomenon as tolerance in a partnership between a man and
a woman, emphasizing its importance and necessity in their relations. The purpose of the study is to estimate the
role of the tolerance phenomenon in the process of gender partnership. Theoretical basis. The works of domestic
and foreign scientists contributed to estimate the function of tolerance during communication, cooperation and co-
creation. In this paper the methodology of E. Fromm and N. Khamitov’s metaanthropology is used. Originality. It
was proved that the success of a gender partnership depends on how tolerant its participants are to each other. Be-
sides this, it has been established that tolerance is the main criterion for gender partnership. The idea of tolerance is
considered as the way to fruitful development of human relations. For the first time it has been determined that gen-
der partnership can be manifested on the ordinary, frontier and metafrontier levels of human existence. Tolerance has
its own specifics and a manifestation on each of them. Conclusions. Metaanthropology has helped to estimate the
role of tolerance among men and women in the partnership process. So, it can be stated that tolerance is a basis for
gender partnership that harmonizes the relationship among a man and a woman and makes them egalitarian. Only on
the metafrontier level of human being tolerance can be manifestation of individual integrity. Sincere, open interac-
tion and creative work with Other are formed on this foundation. Thus, gender partnership with inexhaustible, com-
plementary potential is the vector of development of human relations.
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Introduction

Relationship between a man and a woman has always been the focus of human relations.
They are gaining particular relevance in our time when, in most countries, gender stereotypes
have been changing through tolerance, which adjusts them, makes partner ones, raises
awareness, respect and egalitarianism. As Romanian philosopher Andrei Plesu rightly pointed
out: "Tolerance is transformed from the need to live together well" (Plesu, 2013, p. 14). At the
World Economic Forum on the situation of women, it was noted that “there is a fundamental
moral case for empowering women: it is self-evident that they must have equal access to
health, education, earning power and political representation” ("The Global Gender Gap
Report 2016", 2017, p. 1). And there are successes in this field. Indeed, the role of woman is
changing. The ERA Progress Report 2018 (2019, p. 63) "Strategic engagement for gender
equality 2016-2019" focuses on the already successful achievements in women’s employment
and participation in decision-making, but inequalities remain with men in the field of science,
in particular in research activities. It is emphasized that there is a stereotypical bias concerning
the fact that men are more involved in scientific activity than women. In the countries of the
European Union, according to Gender and Precarious Research Careers, with the exception of
Slovenia and Italy, for the purpose of gender balance in selection and recruitment at universi-
ties, when there are two equal candidates, preference is given to women. This was explained
by the fact that the increase in the number of women in the team positively affects the working
atmosphere and women are more inclined to cooperate than men (Murgia, & Poggio, 2018,
p. 122). In Ukraine, this issue is in the focus of state gender policy. Minister of Education and
Science of Ukraine L. Hrynevych at the Round Table "Institutionalization of Gender Educa-
tion: Prospects and Risks" on December 5, 2016, says that:
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The main problem of developing gender education in Ukraine is insuffi-
cient understanding of this topic by society. The most important thing in
politics is openness and engaging of new people. Only this can help to
form in a society the understanding of what gender policy means, that it
carries protection and respect for the dignity of every person, regardless
of sex. (Hrynevych, 2016)

A woman gradually acquires rights in a society equal to those of a man. The scope of her ac-
tivities is no longer limited to household management. Her presence is evident in all spheres of
life: starting with culture, continuing with politics and even military affairs. So, in Ukraine, many
young girls now serve at NGU on a par with boys, and the number of enthusiasts is growing year
by year. And the participation of women in this only contributes to the common goal and the es-
tablishment of partnerships.

The philosophy of partnership as one way of interacting with the Other comes from the Renais-
sance, in particular the social contract of J.-J. Russo, based on the understanding of the Other.
A. Saint-Simon, R. Owen. and Ch. Fourier made a significant contribution to the development of
the idea of social interaction, emphasizing the role of cooperation. Weber’s theory of ideal types is
a continuation of the gender partnership theory. E. Mounier (1992) outlined the general concept of
attitude to the Other, in which the main role is given to tolerance. M. Walzer points to the need for
tolerance as a condition in gender relations (Walzer, & Abramov, 2000). Simone de Beauvoir
(1997), in her work “The Second Sex”, showed the difference between sex and gender and defined
the role of a man in relation to a woman. The noteworthy are also the works of B. Dotti, B. Frieden,
H. Cixous, G. Steinem, S. Bern, who contributed to the development of the gender theory. The ideas
of tolerance, gender egalitarianism and joint action also do not leave indifferent Ukrainian scholars.
Among the scientists who made a great contribution to the study of this issue should be noted
I. Zherebkina, N. Khamitov, S. Krylova, A. Polischuk, A. Laktionova, T. Govorun, V. Kravets.

Purpose
To estimate the role of the tolerance phenomenon in the process of gender partnership.

Statement of basic materials

Cooperation is a necessary condition for the development of society, in which the relationship
between its members plays a decisive role. We will focus on considering such cooperation as a
gender partnership. It is indispensable in all spheres of human life: political, economic, cultural,
family, and is an indicator of the development of democracy in society. The ultimate goal of
a gender partnership, which is to achieve the set goal, depends directly on how friendly the posi-
tion of the man and woman in the cooperation will be — whether tolerance in actions and relations
towards the Other will be demonstrated. Speaking about the role of tolerance in relationships, the
Ukrainian scientist P. Saukh (2001) points out that "tolerance is a certain moral and practical
reference point for the principles of integrating cultural and historical experience into a single sys-
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tem of values” (p. 179). Therefore, being tolerant means, above all, the ability to build partnerships
with a representative of the opposite sex on the basis of respect for his/her personality, to under-
stand the Other and to bring the opinion to the Other, regardless of the existing differences.

Thus, in a democratic society, gender partnership based on a tolerant attitude toward a partner
of the opposite sex is not only a theoretical but also a practical correlation of the cooperation. It
is in such relations that there is an urgent need at this stage of development of Ukraine as an in-
dependent state. It can be stated that in our country gender stereotypes are still prevalent, both in
the political and economic spheres, and this is a consequence of being in the post-totalitarian sys-
tem. Therefore, by creating and maintaining gender partnership in the country, a genuine, de-
mocratic, egalitarian society can be built.

To find out the essence of gender partnership, it is necessary to clarify the meaning of the
phenomenon of "gender™ in this phrase. What does the word "gender", so popular and often used
in the language, mean? Let us consider the etymology and semantics of the term gender. In Latin,
"gender" means a biological gender. The American psychologist John Money emphasized that
this term was taken from the grammar of English. Another American scientist, Lisa
Diamond (2015), points out that gender is one of the aspects of the debate on nature education
(p. 17). The researcher A. V. Kirilina (2000) says that the English term gender, used in the lan-
guage as a grammatical category, is now used in such sciences as philosophy, sociology, psy-
chology, and others and emphasizes the socio-cultural category. Considering the use of the word
"gender" in the Ukrainian language, we find that it corresponds to such words-synonyms — like
sex and race. The differences between them lie in the field of their use. So, when we say “gender”,
we mean the social orientation of man. The term "sex" (ukr. "stat™) for Ukrainians is most used,
because it has a Slavic origin, is more in line with Ukrainian mentality and is therefore most often
used in the language. The word "sex" is used to refer to the biological sex, and the genus is used in
grammar as a general name for gender. Ukrainian scientist N. Khamitov notes that:

In the philosophy of sex, which is based on metanthropology, the con-
cept "gender" describes the relationship between sexes in relation to
the power and power roles of men and women, as well as the stereo-
type of the upbringing of men and women, while the concept of "sex"
outlines the interaction between sex at the level of corporeality.
(Khamitov, Krylova, Rozova, Mineva, & Lyutyy, 2014, p. 233)

Scientist T. Melnyk, describing the differences between the phenomena of "gender" and
"sex", emphasizes:

Gender is different from the term "sex", that is, the ability to bear and
give birth to children. Biological sex expresses the natural, biologically

defined differences between a man and a woman. If sex is given naturally,
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the gender is constructed socially and due to the culture of society in a par-
ticular historical period. Gender characterizes both men and women as
a product of socialization. (Aheieva, Kobelianska, & Skoryk, 2004, p. 12)

So, realizing the essence of the concept of "gender", we turn to the phrase "gender partnership”.

The philosopher S. Krylova (2011) writes that a gender partnership is a "strategy of the life
of a man and a woman, when relations with the opposite sex are based on understanding and
tolerance”. The scientist observes that during the gender partnership everyone occupies equal
positions, respects and hears his partner, sees a personality in him, does not impose his point of
view on the Other, but tries with arguments to defend it and, by working with the partner, to
achieve successful results. Scientist adds that "the gender partnership frees a person from an end-
less struggle for power and revenge against the opposite sex, opening fruitful interaction”. It
should be noted that gender partnership is possible only when everyone changes himself, over-
comes his narcissism and will be benevolent to the Other, will see in the Other like-minder and
partner. The gender partnership can be manifested in communication, cooperation, co-creation.
Let us try to figure out the role played by tolerance in the gender partnership.

To understand the features of gender partnership and the role of tolerance in it, we turn to the
project of metaanthropology by N. Khamitov as a philosophy of ordinary, frontier and
metafrontier dimensions of human existence.

In the ordinary dimension of human existence, man and woman create relationships primarily
for their self-preservation and propagation. Tolerance helps to achieve the goal by bringing to-
gether the man and the woman, forming a relationship between them, which can subsequently
grow into a family or become a partnering relationship. Tolerance at this level of human exist-
ence is manifested as a result of the vital need for partnership. If we talk about the family, it
helps to preserve marital relationships and to reach agreement in relationships even when rela-
tions are based on the domination of one of its members, a man or a woman, which quite often
happens in our time. S. Krylova (2011) writes about relations in everyday life: "Interaction of
sexes takes place by the model "I — It" or "I — Object". Existentially, every person feels in his
everyday life his breakup and half-life, sexual alienation. In this dimension, the woman feels that
she is a woman, not a person, and the man focuses on his masculine role". Tolerance may even
be manifested by fear of divorcement felt by one of the spouses. For the sake of the family, men
and women tolerate one another.

In public relations of the ordinary dimension of existence, men and women occupy in most
cases an unequal position. And in the gender partnership, this may be accompanied by fear of
a stronger person, or those who have a higher rank or a managerial position in relation to you.
Therefore, tolerance can be manifested through the mercantilism of intentions, interests, or
pragmatic goals. On this occasion, Italian researchers Nicoletta Marinelli, Camilla Mazzoli and
Fabrizio Palmucci (2017, p. 59) write that during the cooperation men and women take decisions
in different way, emphasizing that men are more confident and more optimistic and far-reaching,
while women more rely on professional advice and the purpose of their activities is to make
profit. But tolerance in such relationships between men and women makes it possible to see and
understand differences in their views and actions, to avoid conflict situations, regardless of dif-
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ferences, to achieve the goal. It is tolerance towards the Other that makes people polite, although
formally, allows to be partnerships, collaborate, and take mutually beneficial decisions.

In everyday routine where man is governed by the will to self-preservation and propagation,
the deep motive of tolerance is fear and feelings of guilt (Khamitov, Krylova, Rozova, Mineva,
& Lyutyy, 2014). Between the partners there is interaction on the principle of subordination, —
chief — subordinate. Social partnership under the dominant subordinate communication
collapses. Man shows tolerance in order to take the Other’s fancy from which he depends; be-
have unprincipled, restrained, completely differently reacts to the comments of the chief of an-
other gender, than to remarks of the peers. He withstands the unpleasant behavior of the Other
person, he can even tolerate an offensive attitude towards himself, make concessions and com-
promises for the sake of obtaining material benefits in the future. All this is not true tolerance,
but only its simulation. In this case, tolerance is pseudotolerance, manifested in submission, pas-
sive humility, patience, restraint, obedience to another, or selfishness for the sake of maintaining
partner relationships.

In the frontier dimension of human existence, where man is governed by the will to power
and the will to knowledge and creativity, the motive of tolerance is power, which turns tolerance
into the manipulation technique. In this dimension of being, one person tries to dominate the
Other, tries to impose his own point of view on the Other. The relationship between man and
woman is based on subordination: a woman or a man manipulates one another in order to
achieve their goal. Thus, in frontier dimension, as in everyday life, we have pseudotolerance,
which destroys the truthfulness of the relationship between man and woman and leads to vari-
ous sado-masochistic symbiosis — husbands and wives, fanatics and totalitarian leaders of men
and women. According to S. Krylova (2011), in the frontier dimension of human existence the
will to power determines the marginal increase in the manipulation of one sex by another. It is
precisely on the path of will to power that the existential enmity between a man and a woman
becomes the most painful.

In the frontier level of being, a person tends to have, and not to be. E. Fromm in his work "To
Have or to Be" says that a person always seeks to be or to have. The scientist emphasizes that
a person has natural possession of things: "To Have is a normal function of our life: we must
have things to live" (Fromm, & Dobrenkov, 1990, p. 21). And a person who aspires to experi-
ence life as "being", tries to be himself, to develop, to know, to create. This person is open, he is
ready for dialogue, to the communication I — You. Given this antithesis, we can assume that a
person who follows the life scenario of To Have, is not aimed at cooperation and tolerance. He
will more likely manipulate other people and exercise an authoritarian way of communicating.

In the metafrontier dimension of existence, where human is directed by the will to love, free-
dom and tolerance (Khamitov, 2017), there is a truly existential rather than instinctive or formal
union of male and female sexes in love. The philosopher S. Krylova writes that:

Woman and man as biological beings, developing psychological and
existential dimensions of gender, gain the personal integrity and form an
androgynous whole, which is not a symbiotic bond, but iscreative and

personal union of two autonomous actualized personalities. This marks
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a combination of personal-existential and communicative-existential
beauty in human existence. So, half-life can be overcome by creating the
internal integrity. (Krylova, 2011, p. 319)

Only in the metafrontier existence of man the tolerance between man and woman in the gen-
der partnership ceases to be the result of fear or desire for power, it is based on the will for love
and freedom, and therefore it becomes true respect and openness to the Other, which leads to
selflessness, harmony in relations, raises them to a higher level, level of respect, benevolence.
Tolerance becomes a holistic and mature manifestation of personality in relationships between
man and woman. Partnership relations between men and women are manifested in love and end
with the creation of really happy couples or encourage collaboration and co-creation.

Collaboration at the metafrontier level of being turns into creativity between a man and
a woman that already brings not material, but moral satisfaction from its implementation. Every-
one sees his and the Other’s role and the responsibility during performance, understands the Other
and reveals himself through the Other, after which there is a desire to continue doing something
together, to act together. It is tolerance towards the Other that brings together, reveals the inter-
nal potential, makes deep constructive interaction possible.

The gender partnership in co-creation is a tolerant interaction of man with the Other based on
the combination of their creative abilities in order to create something new, material or spiritual.
The tolerant path to You is the only way to know, interact, and co-operate with the Other,
through which the creative abilities of me and the Other are revealed and lead to joint creativity.
Co-creativity is the highest manifestation of the gender partnership between a man and a woman
in society, a transition to the metafrontier existence, in which, as S. Krylova points out, "man is
accompanied by the existential of tolerance, freedom and love" (Khamitov, Krylova, Rozova,
Mineva, & Lyutyy, 2014, p. 37). It is precisely in the metafrontier existence of human being that
tolerance is an indicator of creative relationships, creative communication, creative collaboration
with the Other as a co-creator. Tolerance helps to understand the Absolute Truth, to reveal your
natural gift and in the gender partnership with the Other to become an active co-creator. According
to N. Khamitov (2017), "Absolute truth in its completeness is born in co-creative communication
with the Other based on world-view tolerance" (p. 28).

Drawing the conclusion concerning the gender partnership, it should be emphasized that the
main function of tolerance is the unification of two sexes, which, according to legend, were pre-
viously one whole. It is appropriate here to quote M. Berdyaev (1989), who states that "a man is
only a sex, half, he is the product of the world separation... And a woman is a sex, half" (p. 25).
Consequently, overcoming the sexual separation M. Berdyaev sees in overcoming gender due to
the assertion of a new holistic personality.

Originality

For the first time it has been determined that gender partnership can be manifested on the or-
dinary, frontier and metafrontier levels of human existence, in each of which it has its own speci-
ficity and its manifestation of tolerance.
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Conclusions

The meta-anthropological methodology is heuristically fruitful for understanding the phe-
nomenon of tolerance in the context of gender partnership. Only on the metafrontier level of hu-
man being tolerance can be manifestation of individual integrity, the foundation that promotes
the formation of sincere, open relationships for co-creation with the Other. Gender partnership as
a life vector in a male-female relationship built on love and tolerance to the opposite sex should
become an imperative throughout the world.
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I'EHAEPHE TAPTHEPCTBO TA ®EHOMEH TOJEPAHTHOCTI

Mera. VY cTaTTi MpoaHaIi3oBaHO POJb TaKOTO (heHOMEHa SIK TOJIEPAHTHICTH B MAPTHEPCTBI MK YOJIOBIKOM 1 XKi-
HKOIO, ITIIKPECITIOI0YH HOTO BOXIMBICTh 1 HEOOXIAHICTE Yy TXHIX BiiHOCHMHAX. MeTa cTaTTi — 3’sicyBaTu pojb GeHo-
MEHa TOJIEPAaHTHOCTI B ITpolieci reHiepHoro naptaepcTea. Teopernunuii 6a3uc. Pobotu 3apyOiKHHUX Ta yKpaiHCh-
KHUX BYCHUX JOMOMOTIIHN OKPECIUTH POJIb TOJEPAHTHOCTI MiJ Yac CIUIKYBAaHHS, CITIBIIPAIli Ta CITIBTBOpUYOCTi. B po-
6oTi BuKopucrana meronosoris E. ®pomma ta meraantpomnooris H. XamitoBa. HaykoBa nHoBu3Ha. J[oBeneHo, o
YCIIIITHICTh TEHAEPHOTO MapTHEPCTBA 3aJISKUTH Bifl TOTO, HACKUTPKH TOJICPAHTHUMH OyIyTh 11 yaacHUKH. Bussie-
HO, 1110 TOJICPAHTHICTh € OCHOBHUM YHHHUKOM T'€HJIEPHOTO ITapTHEPCTBA. PO3riIsHYTO 11610 TOJIEPAaHTHOCTI 5K LIS~
Xy IO IUTIZHOTO PO3BHUTKY JIIOACBKMX BIIHOCHH. Briepime ycBimOMIIEHO Te, IO T€HAEPHE MapTHEPCTBO MOXKIIMBE
B OyZeHHOMY, TPaHUYHOMY Ta METarpaHMYHOMY BUMIpax JIIOJCBKOTO OYTTS, B KOKHOMY 3 SKHX BOHO Ma€ CBOIO
cnenudiky Ta CBiif BUSB TOJIEPAaHTHOCTI. BUCHOBKH. MeTaaHTPOIIOJIOTISA JOIIOMOTJIA 3 ICyBaTH POJIb TOJIEPAHTHOCTI
MDK CTaTSIMH B TPOIEC] T€HIEPHOTO MapTHEpPCTBA. TakuM YMHOM, MOXKHA CTBEpPKYBaTH, IIO TOJIEPAHTHICTH € OC-
HOBa I'CHIEPHOTO MapTHEPCTBA, IO TaPMOHI3Y€E BIIHOCHHHM MDK YOJIOBIKOM Ta JKIHKOIO Ta JIOTIOMarae iM CTaTH era-
niTapHAMA. TiMBKH B METarpaHWYHOMY OYyTTi TOJICPAHTHICTH € MPOSBOM MLLTICHOCTI OCOOMCTOCTi, OCHOBOIO, SIKa
CHpUsIE YTBOPEHHIO MIMPHX, BIIKPUTUX CTOCYHKIB JUIsl CIiBTBOpUYOCTi 3 [HImMM. ['eHiepHe mapTHEpCTBO 3 HEBHYEP-
ITHUM B32€MOJJONOBHIOIOUNM HOTEHIIaJIOM — [1€ BEKTOP PO3BUTKY JIFOACHKUX BIIHOCHH.

Knrouosi crnosa: TennepHe mapTHEPCTBO, TOJNEPAHTHICTD, CIIUIBHA Jisl, CIIUIKYBaHHS, CIIIBIIPALS, CHIBTBOPYICTH;
JIFOJICHKI BITHOCHUHU
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I'EHAEPHOE ITAPTHEPCTBO U ®PEHOMEH TOJEPAHTHOCTH

Iean. B cratbe npoananu3upoBaHa posib TaKOTo (eHOMEHa KaK TOJIEPAHTHOCTh B IIAPTHEPCTBE MEXKTY MYXKUH-
HOW M JKEHIIMHOM, OAYEPKHUBAsl €r0 BAKHOCTh U HEOOXOJMMOCTh B MX OTHOUICHUsIX. L{enblo cTaThu siBisieTcst O1-
penenuTh poJib PEHOMEHa TOJEPAHTHOCTH B NPOIIECCE T'€HAEpHOro mapTHepcTBa. Teopermueckuii 6asuc. Tpyas
OTEYECTBEHHBIX U 3apyOe)KHBIX YUEHBIX CIIOCOOCTBOBAIN OTIPEEICHUI0 (QYHKIIMU TOJIEPAHTHOCTH BO BpeMsi oO0Ie-
HUSI, COTPYIHUYECTBA U COTBOpUecTBa. B pabote ucnonp3oBanucy Merogosorus O. dpoMma U METaaHTPOIOIOTHS
H. XamuroBa. Hayunass HoBu3HA. Bbuto oka3aHo, 4TO yclieX TeHAEpHOT0 NapTHEPCTBA 3aBUCHUT OT TOT'O HACKOJIb-
KO OyZyT TOJIEPaHTHBIMH JPYT K APYTY €ro y4aCTHHKH. Y CTAHOBJIEHO, YTO TOJIEPAHTHOCTH BBICTYIIAET OCHOBHBIM
KpPHUTEpUEM TEHIEPHOTO MapTHEPCTBa. Miest TONepaHTHOCTH paccMaTpUBAETCsl KaK MyTh IJI0AOTBOPHOTO PA3BUTHS
YeJOBEYECKUX OTHOLICHUH. BriepBrle onpeneneHo, 4To reHiepHoe MapTHEPCTBO MOXKET MPOSIBISITHECS B OOBIICHHOM,
MIPEACIBHOM H 3alPEieIbHOM YPOBHSAX UEIOBEUECKOTO OBITHS M Ha KaXIOM M3 HUX OHO MMEET CBOIO CreHH(UKy
U MPOSIBICHUE TOJIEPAHTHOCTU. BBIBOABI. MeTaaHTPOMNONOIrUsa NOMOIIa ONPEAEIUTh POJib TOJIEPAHTHOCTH MEXAY
MYXUYHHOH U KEHIIMHOH B mporecce mapTHepcTBa. TakuM 00pa3oM, MOXKHO yTBEP)KIATh, YTO TOJIEPAHTHOCTh KaK
OCHOBA T€HEPHOI0 MapTHEPCTBa TapMOHHU3MPYET OTHOIICHHS MEXy MYXKYMHOM M KCHIIWHOM, Jenas uX drajiu-
TapHbIMU. Y TOJIBKO B 3alpe/ielIbHOM OBITUH TOJIEPAHTHOCTh €CTh IIPOSIBICHUEM 11€JIOCTHOCTH JINYHOCTH, TeM 0a3u-
COM, Ha KOTOPOM 00pa3yroTCsl HICKPEHHHE, OTKPBITHIE Ul TBOpUecTBa ¢ J{pyrum oTHomeHus. | enaepHoe mapTHep-
CTBO C HEHCYEPIaeMbIM OTEHIIMAIOM JIOJDKHO CTaTh BEKTOPOM Pa3BUTHS YEJIOBEUECKUX OTHOIICHHH.

Kniouegvie cnosa: reHaepHOE MAPTHEPCTBO; TOJIEPAHTHOCTH; COBMECTHOE JICHCTBHE; OOIIECHNE; COTPYIHHYECTBO;
COTBOPUYECTBO; YEIIOBEUECKUE OTHOIICHUS
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