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Understanding of National Identity through the Prism of the
Phenomenon of Aggression

In the context of the modern processes of globalization, the question of
national identity for preserving Ukrainian state’s integrity and might is super-
important. The object of our research are mental models of aggression’s study
which can help to draw up, as a basis for the development and prosperity of the
state, the optimization determinants of the Ukraine’s socio-cultural environment.
Ukrainians must learn to integrate into the globalization supranational processes
while maintaining their national uniqueness.
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B KkoHTekcTe  COBpEMEHHBIX  TPOIECCOB  IJ00aIM3allid  BOIPOC
HAIIMOHAJIbHOM  MJAEHTHUYHOCTU [JII COXPAHEHUA IEJOCTHOCTH MW  MOIIHU
YKPaWHCKOTO TOCYJapCTBa SBJSIETCS CBEPXAKTyaJlbHbBIM. OOBEKTOM JTaHHOTO
WCCIICIOBAHUSI CTAJIM MBICIUTEIBHBIE MOJEIN arpecCuu, HW3YyYECHUE KOTOPBIX
JieaeT BO3MOXXHBIM BBIPAOOTKY JIETEPMUHAHT ONTHUMHU3AINUA COIUO-KYJIbTYPHOU
cpeapl YKpauHbl, KAK OCHOBBI Pa3BUTHS U MPOLBETAHUS IOCYAApPCTBA. Y KPAUHIIbI
JIOJDKHBI HAYYUTHCS WHTETPUPOBATHCS B TI00QM3AlMOHHBIE HAHAIIMOHAJLHbBIC
IIPOLIECCHI, COXPAaHSIS IPU 3TOM CBOIO HAIMOHAIBHYIO YHUKAJIBHOCTb.

KawueBble cjoBa: HalMoHaldbHasg  UJGHTUYHOCTh, TjoOaiu3aius,
arpeccusi, caMOOpraHu3anus, BpaxacOHas / HMHCTpYMEHTalbHas arpeccus,

SHTPOIIHS.

B KoOHTeKCTI cydacHMX MpOIECiB TJio0Oami3alii MHUTaHHS HaIllOHATBHOL

IIEHTUYHOCTI 1711 30epeeHHS IUTICHOCTI Ta Mili YKpaiHChKOI JepiKaBU €



HajakTyanpHUM. OO0’€KTOM JaHOTO JOCHIKCHHS CTald MHCJICHHEBI MOJeNi
arpecii, BUBUEHHS SKUX YMOXIIUBIIOE€ BHU3HAYCHHS JCTEPMIHAHT OMNTHUMI3AIlil
COLIIO-KYJIbTYpHOTO  CEepeAoBUINAa YKpaiHW, SK MIAIPYHTS PO3BUTKY Ta
OpOIBITaHHSA  JepKaBU. YKpaiHII MalTh HABUYUTUCh IHTETPYBaTHCh B
riobanizamiiHi  HaJHAIIOHANBHI TpolecHd 30epiraloud CBOIO  HAIlOHAJIbHY
YHIKQJIbHICTD.

KarouoBi ciaoBa: HamioHandbHAa 1IEHTHYHICTh, IJI0OANi3allisl, arpecisd,

camMooprasizallis, Bopoka / IHCTpyMEHTaJIbHA arpecis, CHTPOITisl.

Sad to realize that upon 25 years of anniversary of Independence Ukraine
still stands at the crossroads in front of the choice between an active European
integration with leveling certain national interests in favor of this process or
preserving and increasing national identity equity, that will not always comply
with the general globalization disposition of international policy.

Why does the issue of national identity seem so urgent? Because it
determines (in large extent) the strength of the state, which protects primarily
national interests and is able to resist the globalization, which often brings too
much entropy in such a system, as a state. Because forming of national identity is a
root-question lying in the base of many problems. On the one hand, preservation
and enhancement of national peculiarities is the state-forming factor, without
which it would not take a revolution of dignity. Contrariwise, radical forces that do
not accept the globalization processes and are ready to hopple good international
relations with others, often gather under the flags of the national idea. That is to
say national identity could play radically opposite roles. How to solve the question
about the correct measures of national identity in Ukrainian state by making only

constructive effect?



We suggest considering the question of national identity through the prism
of a curious phenomenon, actively been studied since the late 19th century —
aggression. So, the research object can be represented as mental models of
aggression The optimization determinants of the Ukraine’s socio-cultural
environment which carries responsibility for the integrity of Ukraine and security
of its citizens will be the subject of our research. Indeed, aggression is a factor that
IS the cause and the consequence of the situation in the country, in all its socio-
political possible forms we would like to explore. We propose to take the self-
organization concept studies in psychology (David. G. Myers) [1], and ethologic
sphere (Konrad Lorenz) [2] as a primary basis of the methodology, which will be
able to shed light on human behavior in modern society and in particular situation.
Problem is the fact that Ukraine is facing an acute problem about: which society
will build, to which kind of society it will transform — subduing the global process
brought from outside or preserving and multiplying national characteristics by
isolating. Evidently, we have to study how to balance between these two extremes:
being flown into European world to save face. With the help of self-organizing
methodology we can examine the outward influence as the entropy forces to which
we have counteract for keeping system in the homeostasis balance.

Hard to find a relatively coherent interpretation of the term “aggression”
among representatives of different disciplines such as biologists, anthropologists,
sociologists. Nonetheless, the majority of them, in contrast to the philosophers,
who love to run to moralizing, and politicians echoing them together with school
teachers, are not inclined to put in this concept too much negative meaning.
Psychologist R. May, for example, argues that aggression is an essential basis for
human creativity without which society is unable to exist [3]. D. Myers marks out
two types of aggression: “hostile” and “instrumental” [1, p.486]. The main
difference between them is the aim: in case of hostile aggression the main goal will

be to harm another, it acts as a source of anger. The purpose of instrumental



aggression differs from hostile and does not relate to an injury, but it may be a
source of aggression indirectly and harm acts as a means to reach goal.

This work does not assume the functions of the comprehensive study of
aggression, so we paid little attention to the Freudian school, but it is wrong not to
mention A. Adler’s point of view, when he argues that aggression is none other
than the pursuit of excellence. Following many prominent scientists and
philosophers (T. Hobbes, H. Spencer, Z. Freud, K. Lorenz and others) we will
focus on the belief that aggression is a feature of all biological organisms including
man and it shouldn’t be ignored. K. Lorenz asserts that aggression in biological
species is a mechanism that retains the hierarchy and the order inside species. So
we can refute that the main role of aggression is annihilation because mainly
aggression intends to maintain and continue the life of the species. In particular,
the behavior of animals, to which we can attribute ourselves, builds mechanisms to
restrict, redirect aggression — it punishes, indicates the place in the hierarchy,
organization, but is not aimed to kill their own kind. If we compare the results of
D. Myers™ and K. Lorenz’s investigations, normal constructive aggression which is
designed to keep the kind of a person would be called “instrumental” or “cold” and
IS a mandatory attribute of any human community. The destructive, Kkilling
aggression — “hostile”. Exactly this kind of human aggression causes murders,
violence, war and bloodshed, with which XX - the beginning of XXI century are
filled. Myers leads surprisingly precise quote by Lewis Thomas that “in nature
nothing is more dangerous to mankind than humanity itself” [1, p.488].

In nature constructivism and aggression create a harmonious balance of self-
organization of the biosphere. In this case, the aggression will always be under
control of natural system homeostasis and will not pass the forbidden line. In
human society it is much the same laws, but not equal completely. Otherwise, we
could be caught in the vulgar reduction of our research. According to K. Lorenz,
constructive aggression in case of not finding opportunities pouring out into the

outside world is used for the benefit of species (fighting with a rival, for example)



able to amass. Whereupon it changes its main distinctive quality and becomes a
destructive force — is splashed out on relatives, impairs the life of the system.
Affective aggression, focused on the relationship between “one's own” is closely
related to polar emotions of rage and pity (sympathy). The latter are, therefore,
social emotions and their close neural connection is important for biological
communities. The “main switch of social emotions” in the hypothalamus functions
depending on the situation. Domesticated animal can cross the species barrier,
perceiving man as a related to him creature, and in case of wild hunting aggression
switch temporarily against creatures of their own species, up to their own young
ones. So, affective ambivalent attitude to neighbors is very different from the
relationship to the potential for the production of psychological and
neurophysiological structure. There is, however, another, third type of objects —
creatures’ related species or populations perceived as competitors for the
ecological niche. These are the real “enemies”, contact with whom can trigger a
different configuration of neural connections, the emotional cycle is broken and
deadly fury is not limited to possible sympathy. Lorenz and Myers cited examples
of frustration as the cause of generating anger and evoking a hostile aggression: in
the animal world is an inability to accomplish any instinctive action, in the human
world — inability to achieve delivered goal. In both situations frustration and
aggression which follows it becomes as stronger as closer we are to the goal. But
one difference can be found — a man is able to endure by the help of his ability to
be strong-willed on the basis of the generated motivation. It’s not that simple
“Unavoidable misfortunes can be endured with patience, but can become
unbearable in case they seem able they might evade” [1, p. 494].

Pursuant to the concept of self-organization, constructive aggression is a
compulsory unit of society's homeostasis. The reason lays in fact that without it
normal life is impossible to realize. What are the main achievements of
aggression? It makes us motivated, gives us ability to become more successful and

strong, gives us the ability to achieve goals. All of this generally contributes to the



development of the whole society. It does not kill and destroy, but only builds a
hierarchy of society, making it viable and resilient to external influences. The
variety of human society's rituals serve as limiting mechanisms. Ritualization of
our lives up to the good manners and an easy smile relieves stress and suppresses
aggression excess, gives no possibilities to form anger. People transmit the
accumulated knowledge about rituals to the next generations, fixing them as
heredity important to preserve for society.

Natural selection formed in higher animals’ population-centrist instinct by
which clashes between relatives do not threat the survival of the species. Numerous
observations and research showed particularly significant circumstance: the force
Is proportional to the breaking power of instinctive natural weapon that belongs to
particular species. This relationship is called the rule of ethologic balance. But
instinctive inhibition does not exclude killings, even among the most powerful
predators. Population-centrist instinct weakens the overflow of the ecological
niche. Increased aggression and mutual auto-aggression in this case are directed to
optimize the size of the population.

Sorrowfully, human history is filled with violence and aggression of a
destructive nature that can be directly attributed to the lack of phylogenetic human
persistent prohibitions on the destruction of their own kind, because physically it is
really difficult for us to do this without sharp canine teeth and long claws. But
people learned to make weapons and began to apply it against their own kind. This
is due to the lack of those mechanisms for the referral and removal of aggression.
When rituals, designed to maintain the optimal amount of cold aggression, are not
enough, when population density is increasing, and the area is growing, there are
new requirements to improve the life, the amount of hot aggression increases and
begins to destroy society. Hostile aggression serves as the entropy of society,
homeostasis disturbed and society gets into a zone of increased turbulence —
fluctuations grow and can destroy or severely harm the existing order. One of the

most important factors in maintaining the vitality of society as a self-organizing



complex system in the accumulation of the order that can prevent an increase of
hostile aggression. K. Lorenz argues that only an emotion, a sense of the value of
life gives meaning to our whole behavior that endows us by humaneness [2, p.
229]. Myers actively explores the role of television and other mass media in
modern society, arguing that humanity from high-developed countries simply loses
sensitivity, falling into a mental stupor. Thanks to the Internet and TV programs
violence has become the norm of life and it programs population for new violence
and aggression. People get accustomed to the cruelty and inhuman behaviors
simply because from childhood our only opportunity to become human is to repeat,
learn from others. So, hostile, destructive aggression must be constantly monitored
by society and the state, as it is not a part of homeostasis, and its rise in any case
shall entail destructive actions. As the mechanisms, controlling the situation, we
can offer the compulsory popularization of non-aggressive behavior, reduce the
amount of cruelty and violence on TV and in other media, which suggests the idea
of defining social mechanisms of censorship and its providing.

Let’s turn our attention to the social and historical processes of XX — XXI
centuries. Undoubtedly, XX century far surpassed previous absolute value of
violent deaths. The monstrous number in half of violent deaths for this age is
comparable to the total number of inhabitants of the Earth in the early XVII
century. But, it is not correct to compare the absolute and relative values, that’s
why we must use special bloodshed factor.

While calculating this ratio, the truly catastrophic event was in the XX
century in Europe: up to 65% of victims of war around the world, while in the XIX
century - not more than 15%. With the exhaustion of reserves of extensive growth
of geopolitical here we focused on the most brutal conflicts in the first half of the
century. However, during the transition from the Eurocentric to global scale
different picture emerges. In spite of the world wars and an unprecedented
stopping power of weapons, even in the number of military casualties relative

population of the XX century gives way to the previous one. In the area of



domestic violence, eternally served as the most abundant source of violent deaths,
the last century looks much better from others [4, p.176]. It means the only but
very important deduction — mankind can study how to control violence and
aggression. More abilities we get to kill and destroy, stronger we feel the necessity
to control ourselves from such activities.

The level of political responsibility, achieved in the XX century allowed us
to refrain from the use of the most destructive weapons. At the end of the World
War 11, the Nazis, one of the most odious monsters of XX century, even at the risk
of personal injury and unconditional destruction, did not dare to use chemical
warfare shells, subjecting civilians danger of massive retaliation. With the advent
of the atomic bomb a number of its scientific developers risked their lives to
facilitate the transfer of military secrets to the enemy with the purpose of
eliminating a dangerous monopoly. And they showed remarkable foresight. It
should be recognized that decades of tense expectation served as a powerful
impulse to the realization of planetary unity and to the establishment of universal
values. Second part of the XX century attracted public's attention to global
ecology. International organizations of the new type were designed to harmonize
economic policy, to protect ecosystems, control peaceful use of nuclear and other
energies. Such organizations are essentially non-confrontational, and are unique
brainchild of the twentieth century [4, p.180].

It should be clear that globalization is a kind of constant process which is
impossible to avoid. In that case the question remains “how to optimize integration
of the state into the global society and at the same time to preserve its identity in
such conditions”. It is important not to forget the features of our national mentality
expressed in cosmism ideas of Ukrainian philosophy. As stated above, we need to
accumulate the order by compiling the order of information which helps us to keep
system in balance between chaos and order, balance of two types of aggression:
one prevents state from destruction; a sort of this aggression can be our national

identity, realization of national originality.



All of the above leads us to understand that aggression is not an incidental,
secondary element of the social system, but it plays a major violin in the orchestra
of self-organization of complex nonlinear systems. Aggression in society can both
lead to a growth of entropy processes and the gradual increasing of fluctuations in
the system, which in turn, sooner or later will cause radical change of the system's
fate at the bifurcation point. On the other hand, aggression allows the system to
resist entropy from the outside influence. The best in all of this is that mechanisms
of such confrontation and the natural cleansing of excess entropy are deep within
ourselves — we, as a biological system, can be trained and store everything that is
important for the control of aggression. Harmonization and stability of complex
self-organizing system can be guaranteed by the constructive aggression, which
structures, organizes intra-social relations by filling the system with necessary
percentage of system information, which provides its resistance. Sluggish, helpless
citizens don’t feel a certain attitude to the state, cannot provide the vital activity of
the country, and it is doomed to destruction. On the contrary, a certain percentage
of constructive aggression allows them to feel themselves as a part of the whole,
gives the awareness of belonging and responsibility for their home, their country.
The growth of consciousness, liability for common ecological house - the Earth, is
not the result of a weak-willed pacifism. It is just the presence of willingness to
fight for the future of their genus on a global scale. The same happens with people
in every country. Not spineless compromises of pacifism keeps the economy and
the state border, but ardent sense of belonging and national identity, which is
perhaps rooted in an ancient human evolutionary past, when natural instincts gave
us great opportunities.

From all this it can be concluded that the national identity is largely
dependent on such characteristics of the human race as an opportunity to be
aggressive, and being able to control it in order to maximize benefits for
themselves and their mind. All in all, modern Ukrainian society must keep in

balance both spheres of aggression, because both of them are necessary.



Constructive aggression is a mandatory element of society homeostasis,
normal life is not possible without it. It makes us motivated, gives us the ability to
achieve goals, become more successful and stronger. All this things contributes to
the development of the whole society. Considering these aspects, we can
recommend the Ukrainian society to develop actively new elite through the
activation and optimization of higher education not by the standards of European
society, but mostly on our own native standards by taking into account national
interests and the deep critical philosophical outlook.

The negative, destructive aggression in society, which is not a part of the
homeostasis of the system and brings only destruction must be controlled by
society. Therefore, we can recommend the mandatory use of instrumental
aggression, as a necessary mechanism for the formation of national identity while
mandatory supervision "hostile” aggression. By means of this control can be: the
promotion of non-violent, non-aggressive behaviour in the media; preventing the
proliferation of weapons in the country legally and illegally (through the public
aware of the statistical data giving a clear relationship between the resolution of
firearms and the consequent rapid growth of aggression and violence in these
areas); control of the political elite for their promises to the people, because
inculcated expectations for population and later abandonment from its realisation is
a direct path to a catastrophic increase of hostile aggression, which pour out into
uncontrollable riots lead to destabilization and sometimes even to the death of the

system.
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AHHOTANMUSA

B [nmanHOM cTaThe mNOpemIoKEeHAa MOMNBITKA MCCIEI0BATH BO3MOXKHOCTH
ONTUMU3AIUHU TIPOIECCOB (DOPMUPOBAHMS HAIMOHAIBLHON HMJEHTUYHOCTH Ha (PoHE
W3yYEHHUs MBICIUTEIbHBIX Mojene arpeccuu. Ilpobiema ¢opmupoBaHus
HAIMOHATBHOW MJICHTUYHOCTH MPUCYTCTBOBAjJA B YKPAMHCKOM OOIIECTBE BCETIA,
OCOOCHHO ¢ MpUOOpEeTeHHEM YKpanHOW HE3aBUCUMOCTH. B maHHBIMI MOMEHT,
KOT/Ia YKPaWHCKOE OOIECTBO TMEPEKUBACT CIOXKHBIA TEPUOJ CIHUSHHUS C
r100albHBIMU ~ MPOIIECCAMU W AaKTUBHO HHTETPUPYETCS B €BPOIEICKOE
COOOIIECTBO, COXpPAaHEHUE HAIMOHAJIBLHONW CaMOWJIECHTU(PHUKAIIMU CTajI0 BOIPOCOM
COXPAaHEHHUS UETOCTHOCTH U MOIIU rOCyAapCTBa.

Tak kak OOBEKTOM JIAaHHOTO HCCIEIOBaHUS HW30paHbl MBICIUTEIIbHBIC
MOJICJIN arpeCcChUM, MPEAMETOM UCCIEAOBAHUS CTAIN JETCPMUHAHTHI ONTUMHU3ALIUU
COLMAIIBHO-KYJIBTYPHOM CpEIbl, OTBEYAIOUIEH 3a IEIOCTHOCTh YKPAUHCKOTO
rocygapcTBa M 0€30macHOCTh €ro TpaxkaaH. Arpeccuss B JaHHOM Ciydae
paccMatpuBaeTcs, Kak GpakTop, SABISIONUNACS MPUUYUHON U CIICJICTBUEM CUTYallUU B
CTpaHe, BO BCEX €€ BO3MOXKHBIX COLHAJIBHO-TIOJUTHYECKUX MPOSBICHUSIX.
Mertononorudeckas 0a3a JaHHOTO MCCIICAOBAHUS — KOHIICIIIMS caMOOpraHu3aIlin
B CHHEPTUU C UCCIICIOBAHUSIMU B 00JIacTU colMalibHOM mcuxojioruu JaBuaa JIx.
Maiiepca u stosoruu Konpaga Jlopenna. OTnpaBHOW TOYKON i JAHHOTO
MCCIICIOBAHUS CTajl BBIBOJI BBILICYNIOMSIHYTOIO 3TOJIOTA O TOM, YTO arpeccus
ABJISIETCSL COBEPILICHHO HOPMAJbHBIM SIBJICHUEM, XapaKTepHBIM JJISI  BCEX
OMOJIOTMYECKUX OPraHU3MOB W YejoBeka B ToM umcie. OHa BBIMOJIHIET POJIb
OYEHb BAXXHOTO 3alIUTHOTO MEXaHW3Ma, KOTOPBIM COXpaHAE€T TMOPAIOK U
HEOOXOIMMYIO HEpapXvi0 BHYTPH OOIIECTBEHHOW CTPYKTYpBI, MOJJACPKUBACT U
IIPOJIOIKAET KU3Hb BHJIa K 00IIIECTBA.

N3 »stOro crenyroT BBIBOABI, IPHU3BIBAIOIINE YUYHUTHIBATH €CTECTBEHHOE
HaJIM4Me arpeccuu B OOIIECTBE, KOTOPOE CTPEMUTCS COXPAaHUTh CBOIO
KU3HECTIOCOOHOCTh M OCO3HAHHWE COOCTBEHHOM HAIIMOHAJBbHOM HMICHTUYHOCTH

SIBISIETCSI KOCBEHHOM HpOHSBOI[HOﬁ TaKoro COCTOsSHHAI. HOE)TOMy, HallMOHAJIbHAas



UJCHTUYHOCTh U BBIJEIEHHE ce0s U3 00lell Macchl JoAeH Iia00ain30BaHHOIO
o0IIecTBa, Kak «yKpauHIB» — 00s3aTENbHOE YCIOBUE [UIsl COXpaHEHHS U
IPOLBETAHUSI CHJIBHOTO TOCYJapCTBAa. JTO CTAHOBUTCS BO3MOXKHBIM Oiaronmaps
«MHCTPpYMEHTAIbHOW» arpeccur. COIIacHO CaMOOPraHW3AlMOHHON KOHUEIINH,
KOHCTPYKTHUBHAs arpeccusi sBIsSeTcs 00sg3aTelbHbIM 3BEHOM TI'OMEOCTa3a
obmiecTBa, 0€3 Hee HE BO3MO)KHAa HOpMallbHas KHM3HeAedaTenbHocTh. OHa nenaer
HAC LENEyCTPEMJICHHBIMHU, JA€T HaM BO3MOXKHOCTb JIOOMBAThCS MOCTABIEHHON
LI€JIM, CTAHOBUTHCS YCIEIIHEE U CHIIbHEE, YTO B IIEJIOM, CITIOCOOCTBYET Pa3BUTHIO
BCEro 00IEeCTBA. YUUTHIBAs 3TH acCIEKThl MO)KHO TOPEKOMEH0BATh YKPAUHCKOMY
OOILIECTBY AaKTUBHO pa3BUBAaTh HOBYIO BJUTYy NOCPEICTBOM AaKTUBH3ALUU H
ONTMMU3ALIMY BBICIIET0 00pa30BaHus HE MO0 CTaHJApTaM €BPOIENCKOro 00IecTBa,
a Ha OCHOBE COOCTBEHHBIX CTaHJapTOB, pa3pa0OTaHHBIX C YYETOM HallMOHAJIBHBIX
MHTEPECOB U ITyOOKOr0 KPUTHUECKOTO (PUI0CO(HCKOr0o MUPOITOHUMAHUS.

Ho, B oOmiecTBe cylmiecTByeT M HEraTWBHas, pas3pyllarouias arpeccus,
KOTOpasi HE SIBJISIETCS YacThbl0 TOMEOCTa3a CHUCTEMBl M HECET C cOo0Oil JMIb
nectpykiuio. IloaToMy, 171 CIOXUBIIEWCS B YKpaWHE CHUTYallUd MOXHO
OPEKOMEH/I0BaTh 0053aTEbHOE HCIOJIb30BAHWE HHCTPYMEHTAJIBLHOW arpeccuw,
KaK HE0OXOJMMOro MexaHu3ma (OpMHPOBAHUS HALMOHAJIBLHON HAEHTHYHOCTH C
OJTHOBPEMEHHBIM  00s3aTeJIbHBIM  KOHTPOJEM  «BpaxAeOHOI»  arpeccumu.
CpeacTBaMu Takoro KOHTPOJIE MOTYT CTaTh: MpoIaraHaa HEHACUJIbCTBEHHOTO,
HearpeccuBHoro mnoseaenuss B CMMU; HemomylieHue pacnpoCTpaHEHUs Ha
TEPPUTOPUH CTPAHBI OPYKHS JIETAIBHOIO U HEJIETalbHOrO (4epe3 O3HAKOMJICHUE
OOIIECTBEHHOCTH CO CTATUCTUYECKUMHU JIaHHBIMU, JAIOIIUMHU YETKYIO B3aUMOCBSI3b
MEXy pa3pelieHHEeM OTHECTPENIbHOTO OPYXHUS U CBSI3aHHOTO C 3TUM OBICTPOrO
pocTa arpeccMd M HACWIMA Ha 3TUX TEPPUTOPHUSX); KOHTPOJIb IMOIUTHYECKOU
AJIUTHI 32 CBOMMHU OOCLIAHUSMHU HApoay, T.K. BHYLUIEHUE HACEICHUIO OKUAAHUNA U
NOPKE OTKAa3 OT peanu3aluyd — MPAMOM MyTh K KaTacTpopUuecKoMy pOCTY
BpaXJ€OHOM arpeccuu, KOTOpbIE€ BBUIMBAIOTCS B HEKOHTPOJUpPYEMblE OYHTHI,

IMPUBOIAT K I[GCT8,6I/IJ'II/138,HI/II/I N MHOTr'Ja JaXE K TrU0OeIIM CUCTEMBI.
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