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Bpems BoinosiHeHus 3aianusi — 120 MUH., SI3BIK — PYCCKHIA.

I. OBILIAA YACTbH
BoigesnTe OCHOBHBIE TOJIOJKEHUS, U3JI0KEHHbIE B JTAHHOM TeKCTe M NMPOKOMMEHTHPYITe
ux. YUto 310 32 TekcT (aBTOP, MECTO)?

Only two decades ago the world was ideologically and economically divided and it was the huge
strategic potential of two superpowers that ensured global security.

This global stand-off pushed the sharpest economic and social problems to the margins of the
international community’s and the world’s agenda. And, just like any war, the Cold War left us
with live ammunition, figuratively speaking. | am referring to ideological stereotypes, double
standards and other typical aspects of Cold War bloc thinking.

The unipolar world that had been proposed after the Cold War did not take place either.

The history of humanity certainly has gone through unipolar periods and seen aspirations to
world supremacy. And what hasn’t happened in world history?

However, what is a unipolar world? However one might embellish this term, at the end of the
day it refers to one type of situation, namely one centre of authority, one centre of force, one
centre of decision-making.

It is world in which there is one master, one sovereign. And at the end of the day this is
pernicious not only for all those within this system, but also for the sovereign itself because it
destroys itself from within.

And this certainly has nothing in common with democracy. Because, as you know, democracy is
the power of the majority in light of the interests and opinions of the minority.

Incidentally, Russia — we — are constantly being taught about democracy. But for some reason
those who teach us do not want to learn themselves.

I consider that the unipolar model is not only unacceptable but also impossible in today’s world.
And this is not only because if there was individual leadership in today’s — and precisely in
today’s — world, then the military, political and economic resources would not suffice. What is
even more important is that the model itself is flawed because at its basis there is and can be no
moral foundations for modern civilisation.

Along with this, what is happening in today’s world — and we just started to discuss this — is a
tentative to introduce precisely this concept into international affairs, the concept of a unipolar
world.

And with which results?

Unilateral and frequently illegitimate actions have not resolved any problems. Moreover, they
have caused new human tragedies and created new centres of tension. Judge for yourselves: wars
as well as local and regional conflicts have not diminished. And no less people perish in these
conflicts — even more are dying than before. Significantly more, significantly more!

Today we are witnessing an almost uncontained hyper use of force — military force — in
international relations, force that is plunging the world into an abyss of permanent conflicts. As a
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result we do not have sufficient strength to find a comprehensive solution to any one of these
conflicts. Finding a political settlement also becomes impossible.

We are seeing a greater and greater disdain for the basic principles of international law. And
independent legal norms are, as a matter of fact, coming increasingly closer to one state’s legal
system. One state and, of course, first and foremost the United States, has overstepped its
national borders in every way. This is visible in the economic, political, cultural and educational
policies it imposes on other nations. Well, who likes this? Who is happy about this?

In international relations we increasingly see the desire to resolve a given question according to
so-called issues of political expediency, based on the current political climate.

And of course this is extremely dangerous. It results in the fact that no one feels safe. | want to
emphasise this — no one feels safe! Because no one can feel that international law is like a stone
wall that will protect them. Of course such a policy stimulates an arms race.

. CHIEUMAJIBHAS YACTb

BbiOepuTe TO0JbKO OJHY 1apy BONPOCOB B COOTBETCTBHM ¢ W30paHHOW BamMu
crenuaJIu3anueil NporpaMMbl MarucTepcKoO MOArOTOBKHU M JaliTe Pa3BepHYTbIe OTBEThI
Ha HUX.

1. «<kEBponeiickne uccie10BaHue»
1. B 4em cocTosiT OCHOBHBIE MIPUHIIUIIBI JIMOEpATH3Ma IPUMEHUTEIBHO K MEXIYHAPOIHBIM
OTHOIIECHUSIM?
2. B uyewm cocrosumm uenu cozmanus HATO?

2. «A3MaTCKHe HCcCaeI0BaAHUI»
1. 2. B uem OCHOBHBIE Pa3IHUUs MEXTY OCHOBHBIMU HAIPaBICHUSMU OyAIU3Ma, XHHASTHON
1 MaxasiHOM?
2. 3. B geM cocrosuia 1ienb co3anus J{BrkeHUs HEMPUCOSTUHEHUS?
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