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AnHomauyusn

B cmamve ananusupyromcesa cobvimus, conpogodxcoaemvie KOHCMUMYYUOHHOU pedhopmol, npoge-
Oennot 6 pecnyonuke ¢ 2009-2010 ee. Iloduepxusaemcs, umo oHa 0OCHOBAMENLHO BUOOUSMEHULA CIPYKIY-
Py 20CY0apCcmeeHHou 61acmu, OmpezyIuposana 83auUMOOMHOUEHUsL MeNHCOY 3AKOHOOAMENbHOU U UCHOTHU-
menbHoU enacmero. B mo dice 8pems, cobnodenue 6aranca mexncoy dSmumu 08yMs 6emeAMU GLACMU He
npeocmasisiloch 603MONCHbIM 0e3 HAMUYUA CUTbHOU U He3a8UCUMOLL CYO0eOHOU cucmembl. Mcxoosa uz smo-
20, 8 HOBOU pedaxyuy KOHCMUmMyyuy Obliu yumeHvl PEeKOMEHOAYUU No PedopMuposanuio cyoeoHol cu-
cmembl, nocmynaowue om Beneyuarnckot komuccuu. Hcxoosn uz onyonuxogannvix ¢ 2014 2. mamepuanos
10 BbINOIHEHUI) 20CYOAPCBEHHOU NPOSPAMMbL PephOPMUPOBAHUS NOTUMUYECKOU cucmembl 8 I py3uu cie-
008410, YMo Nocie 8HeCeHUs: U3MEeHeHUll 8 KOHCmumyyuio Boicuiutl cogem ocmuyuu pecnyoiuxyu npuoopen
20pazoo boaee MpAHCNapanmHblil U 0eMOKPAMU4eckull 6uo. B yenom, 6 pamxax espo-2py3uncKoll accoyu-
ayuu npobiemam pepopmupogarus cyoebroll cucmemvl 8 1 py3uu yoensanocs ocoboe sHUMAaHUe.

B x00e nposedenus cyoebnvix peghopm crnedosano pewiums 8axCcHvle 3a0aui, CéA3AHHblE C CNPaA-
BEONUBHIM CYOCOHBIM DPA3OUPAMENLCMBOM, NPOBEOCHUEM HE3ABUCUMBIX CeOCTNBEHHBIX MEPONPUAMuULL U
m.o. Coz0annas neszagucumas cy0eOHas cucmemvl 00IHCHA ObIIA CMAMb UHOUKAMOPOM QYHKYUOHUPOBA-
HUs 8 pecnybauKke 0eMoOKpamuyeckux uHcmumymos. boiia pazpabomana makdice KOHYyenyus 60eHHOU pe-
Gopmul, KOMOPaAsL nPedycMampusana co30anue UHCMUmMYma 60€HHOU CAYHCObl U NPUHAMUEe Pecyamopos,
CROCObCmMBYIouuUx ee 0c8000HcOeHUI0 om noaumudeckoeo eiuanus. Haxowney, 6 2014 2. no npeocmasnenuro
npasUMenbCmMea NapiameHmom Obil NPUHAM 3aKOHONPOEKM 0 JUKeUuoayuu ecex ¢opm ouckpumunayuu. B
3aKIOYEHUU 8 pabome COelan 8b1800, YMO KOHCIMUMYYUOHHAS PepopMa Chlepana 8aAdliCHYIO POJib, CROCOO-
Cmeysi pehopMuUpo8anUIo NOAUMUYECKOU CUCMeMbl, OAlbHeliwel UHmespayuu pecnyoiuku 6 esponeticKue
CMpYyKmypbl.

Karouessie caoBa: ['py3us, EBponeiickuii coro3, KOHCTUTYIIMOHHAs pedopma, pedopMHUpoBaHUE
MOJIUTUYECKOH CUCTEMBI, €BPO-TPY3MHCKOE aCCOIMUPOBAHHOE COTJIAIICHHE, HHTETPAIMOHHbBIE TPOIECCHI

Abstract. The article analyzes the internal political processes in Georgia, accompanied by the
constitutional reform carried out in the republic in 2009-2010. It is emphasized that she thoroughly modi-
fied the structure of state power, regulated the relationship between the legislative and executive authori-
ties. At the same time, maintaining a balance between these two branches of government was not possible
without a strong and independent judicial system. Based on this, the new version of the Constitution took
into account the recommendations on the reform of the judicial system received from the Venice Commis-
sion. Based on the materials published in 2014 on the implementation of the state program for reforming
the political system in Georgia, it followed that after the amendments to the Constitution, the Supreme
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Council of Justice of the Republic acquired a much more transparent and democratic appearance. In gen-
eral, within the framework of the Euro-Georgian Association, special attention was paid to the problems of
reforming the judicial system in Georgia. In the course of judicial reforms, it was necessary to solve im-
portant tasks related to a fair trial, conducting independent investigative measures, etc. The established
independent judicial system was supposed to be an indicator of the functioning of democratic institutions in
the republic. The concept of military reform was also developed, which provided for the creation of the in-
stitution of military service and the adoption of regulators that would facilitate its liberation from political
influence. Finally, in 2014, on the proposal of the Government, the Parliament adopted a bill on the elimi-
nation of all forms of discrimination. In conclusion, the paper concludes that the constitutional reform
played an important role, contributing to the reform of the political system, further integration of the re-
public into European structures.

Keywords: Georgia, European Union, constitutional reform, political system reform, Euro-
Georgian Association agreement, integration processes.

Introduction. Within the framework of the European Neighborhood Policy (ENP) ap-
proved by the European Union (EU) in 2004, Georgia was given a priority place in plans for de-
veloping cooperation with the countries of the South Caucasus. The associated agreement between
the EU and Georgia, concluded in 2014, was considered by the parties as a specific plan of action
towards reforming the political, economic and social life of the republic. Its successful implemen-
tation was supposed to make the process of its Europeanization irreversible, which, in principle, is
consistent with the US strategic plans for Georgia [6, p.178]. The article analyzes the institutional
changes in Georgia in the context of the priorities outlined in the agenda of the Euro-Georgian As-
sociation; reforms on decentralization of power structures are traced, the role of constitutional re-
form in the democratic transformation of institutions in Georgia is revealed. The theoretical basis
of the work is the presentation of the essence and specifics of the constitutional reform in Georgia
in 2009-2010, the identification of problems that arose during its implementation, and the EU's
cooperation with Georgia in reforming its political system.

Materials and methods of research. The empirical basis of the work was political and legal
documents reflecting the internal political strategy of the legislative, executive and judicial author-
ities of Georgia: Opinion of the European Commission on the Constitution of Georgia; Constitu-
tion of Georgia (1995); Constitutional Law of Georgia "On Amendments and Additions to the
Constitution of Georgia" (2010), etc.

In the course of covering a complex of problems related to the reform of the political system
in Georgia, the authors adhered to the principle of objectivity. The study involved methods of in-
stitutional and comparative analysis; in addition, a systematic method was used, which made it
possible to conduct a comprehensive analysis of the reform of the political system in Georgia.

Research results. The constitutional reform carried out in Georgia in 2009-2010 fundamen-
tally changed the structure of state power in the republic, the relationship between the legislative
and executive powers. In expert circles, the new version of the constitution, adopted in February
2004, has often been criticized, believing that it overestimates the power of the president and at the
same time weakens the power of parliament — in other words, it contributes to the creation of a
“super-presidential” state administration [1]. Operating in 2004-2012. the system of state power
largely confirmed this assessment: indeed, the executive power consolidated around the figure of
the president played a leading role in governing the country, determined its foreign policy, orient-
ed towards the West, towards rapprochement with the United States and its NATO allies. At the
same time, the role of parliament, the judiciary and local self-government in the system of power
was relegated to the background: in fact, they were forced to follow the political course of the
president on all major issues.

In 2009, a state commission was established in Georgia to develop and amend the current
constitution of the country, aimed at creating a balanced system of state power and administration.
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Representatives of the parliamentary and extra-parliamentary opposition, experts, public activists
took part in its work. The fact of the creation of the constitutional commission testified that there
are significant shortcomings in the constitution of the republic, and the development of its new
model should be carried out in conditions of broad consultations.

The package of constitutional amendments presented in November 2010 reflected the posi-
tion that in order to develop democratic processes in Georgia, the system of state power should be
modernized by strengthening the powers of parliament and weakening the power of the president.
The mood of the majority of the citizens of the republic in favor of strengthening the power of the
parliament directly reflected the constitutional trends in international practice. In the political cir-
cles of Europe, these changes were positively assessed: for example, in the opinion of the Europe-
an Commission for Democracy through Law (Venice Commission) on October 15, 2010, it was
emphasized that the proposed changes in the constitution of Georgia provide for several important
positive improvements [3].

In accordance with the new institutional changes, the relationship between the powers of
the president and parliament has changed radically: presidential power has been noticeably re-
duced, and the prime minister began to lead the government, having independent powers.

Challenges arising from the irresponsible domestic and foreign policy of the Saakashvili
regime [2, p. 80-81], as well as increased criticism from international organizations, necessitated a
constitutional reform, which resulted in the adoption on October 15, 2010 of a new version of the
Georgian constitution. At the same time, the authors of the reform took into account the problems
that existed during the period when the previous constitution was in force. In the draft constitu-
tional reform, it was recorded that the measures taken to reform the constitution aim to create a
balanced, efficient state system, within which any arbitrariness on the part of the highest authori-
ties is excluded [8].

One of the grounds for the constitutional reform in Georgia was the revision of the consti-
tutional and legal status of the president. In the course of it, sharp discussions flared up concerning
the problem of constitutionally fixing the status of the presidential institution in the highest state
authorities. Given this circumstance, the main goal of the reform was to rethink the constitutional
status and functions of the president in the system of state power: in particular, it was necessary to
reduce his powers and redistribute them in favor of other branches of state power [8].

In accordance with the new version of the constitution, the president continued to be the
head of state and supreme commander of the armed forces. At the same time, when reading the
text of the new edition, it was evident that its authors sought to bring the functions and powers of
the president into line with his status enshrined in the constitution.

First of all, this concerned the changes made to Art. 69 of the constitution: in accordance
with them, the president distanced himself from the executive branch, concentrating his main ef-
forts on directing the foreign policy of Georgia [4, art. 69]. In accordance with the amendments
and additions made to the constitution, the president is the head of state, the guarantor of its unity
and independence; he acted as an arbitrator, ensuring the functioning of state bodies within the
powers granted by the constitution [5].

In the course of determining the role of the institution of the president in the system of state
power and concretizing his powers, the constitutional commission considered that, if necessary
(following from the status of the head of state), the president could resort to influencing other
branches of power, but he was not authorized to exercise their functions . The new rationale for the
constitutional status of the president's functions has narrowed his competence in the system of
state power. In this regard, it seems necessary to compare presidential powers in the main areas of
state activity, reflected in the previous text of the constitution and modified in its new edition.
When introducing constitutional changes to the text, the members of the state commission believed
that the president should not be endowed with direct legislative powers. He no longer had the
right, on his own initiative and agenda, to convene an extraordinary session of Parliament. In this
situation, one of the mechanisms of influence of the head of state on the parliament was the right
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to refuse to promulgate the bill, return it with his comments for revision to the parliament, or use
the right of veto in the issue of its adoption. Also, the discretionary right of the president to ad-
dress the citizens of the country and the parliament could be considered a mechanism for influenc-
ing the parliament.

As a result of constitutional changes, the leading role of the president in the implementa-
tion of the country's foreign policy has also noticeably weakened. First of all, this was expressed in
the fact that the president could negotiate with other states or international organizations only after
his actions were coordinated with the government. A similar procedure was required for the Presi-
dent to conclude international agreements and treaties.

One of the goals of the constitutional reform was to create a legislative framework to
strengthen the role of parliament. In accordance with the constitution adopted on August 24, 1995,
the parliament was assigned the status of the highest representative body, endowed with the func-
tion of legislative power, determining the main directions of domestic and foreign policy, exercis-
ing control over the activities of the government. In the text, these provisions were retained, alt-
hough the political and legal conditions for maintaining the high status of the parliament and for
the implementation of its legislative functions have changed [4, art. 48].

The president was no longer entitled to monopolize the legislative initiative of the parlia-
ment, he did not have the imperative rights to demand an extraordinary consideration of his bills
by the parliament, the right to convene an extraordinary session or meeting of the parliament. The
veto power of the head of state was significantly weakened. In turn, the right of the parliament to
remove the president from office by means of impeachment, as well as dismiss other persons hold-
ing high positions in the system of state power, has become more effective and efficient. This pro-
cedure has become much more efficient, since, in accordance with the new version, the decision
on impeachment was made by the constitutional court, while the supreme court had to establish
signs of existing offenses.

In accordance with constitutional changes, the government began to be formed from fac-
tions that make up the majority in parliament; active participation of the president in this process
was allowed only in the absence of a parliamentary majority [4, art. 80]. The number of deputies
who took the initiative to create a temporary commission to solve the problem of forming a gov-
ernment was reduced from 1/4 to 1/5 [4, art. 56, item 2]. In the new version of the constitution, a
fundamental reform of the status of the government took place: the principles of its formation,
competence and responsibility have changed; in connection with a significant strengthening of the
status of the government, the president was forced to distance himself from the executive branch
[4, art. 78, item 1].

Within the framework of the constitutional reform, the leading functions of the parliament
were fixed in determining the main directions of the country's domestic and foreign policy. In ac-
cordance with them, parliamentary control over the work of the government was carried out. Par-
liament had many mechanisms at its disposal to act as a flagship in carrying out reforms aimed at
Georgia's European integration. An important means of parliamentary control over the executive
power was the procedure for passing a vote of no confidence in the government [4, art. 80, item 4].

The government was a collegial body of executive power, formed on the basis of the confi-
dence expressed by the parliament - the only source of legitimization of the government. It logical-
ly followed from this that the parliament was empowered to control possible future changes in the
composition of the government. Parliament was entitled to express no confidence in the govern-
ment. This procedure could be launched with the consent of at least 2/5 of the members of parlia-
ment. If, after a vote of no confidence, the government was renewed by 1/3, it again had to gain
the confidence of the parliament [4, art. 81, item 1].

A separate chapter in the new edition of the constitution was devoted to the status of local
governments. Their powers differed from those vested in the highest authorities. Local self-
government had its own powers delegated to it. The basic principles for determining the powers of
local self-government bodies were established by an organic law [4, art. 101, p. 1.]: in particular,
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the local self-government body (sakrebulo) was elected by citizens on the territory of a self-
governing unit in the course of direct, universal and equal elections, by secret ballot [4, art. 101, p.
2].

Maintaining a balance between the legislative and executive powers was not possible with-
out the functioning of a strong and independent judiciary. Based on this, the new edition of the
Basic Law took into account the recommendations coming from the Venice Commission in the
course of the constitutional reform. The independent status of the judiciary was spelled out in de-
tail in Chapter 5 of the text of the Constitution. In particular, it provided for an increase in the age
limit for judges who supervised the work of courts of general jurisdiction; appointment of judges
to office for an indefinite period, after they have passed a “probationary” period; increasing the
total number of votes in parliament to elect members of the constitutional court; transformation of
the Council of Justice into a constitutional body; the growth of the powers of the constitutional
court.

In 2014, the results of the implementation of the state program on the constitutional and le-
gal reform of the political system in Georgia were published. It followed from them that the first
stage of reforms was generally successfully completed by May 2013. After the introduction of
constitutional amendments to the legislation approved by the Venice Commission, the High Coun-
cil of Justice acquired a much more transparent and democratic appearance. The participation of
judges in the election of members of the High Council of Justice has expanded; it was pointed out
that instead of various politicians, representatives of public and academic circles should be in-
volved as non-judicial members of the supreme council [9, p . 119-120].

On May 21, 2013, the Georgian parliament adopted the first package of amendments to the
legislation on the activities of general courts. They significantly improved many provisions of the
legislation in the activities of the courts of general jurisdiction, in terms of the administration of all
judicial procedures. The mass media were given the right to attend court hearings, which was pre-
viously prohibited by the current legislation. This approach aimed to strengthen the justice system
while emphasizing the principle of transparency.

In 2014, the second stage of reforming the justice system was completed. In the course of
it, in accordance with constitutional changes, it was decided to appoint the heads of courts of gen-
eral jurisdiction for an indefinite period, but before that a 3-year "probationary™ period was deter-
mined for judges. In the same year, Parliament adopted a package of amendments to the organic
law developed by the Ministry of Justice. They contained objective criteria and principles for
evaluating the professional activities of judges, who were given a "probationary" period. Evalua-
tion of the work of judges was carried out by 6 different members of the High Council of Justice
by applying two main criteria — honesty and competence. The last word remained with the High
Council of Justice, which, consisting of at least 2/3 of the members, documented the appointment
of judges indefinitely, or refused to do so for some of them. During 2014, a package of changes
was developed during the third phase of the reform of the justice system, which was then submit-
ted to the Venice Commission for the preparation of an opinion on the reform of the political sys-
tem in Georgia.

In the course of judicial reforms, such important tasks as a fair trial, the right to defend the
accused should be solved; conducting independent investigations. For the purpose of professional
training of judges, as early as 1999, a training center was opened at the Ministry of Justice. Subse-
quently, this training center was singled out as a separate structure, and on December 28, 2005, the
Law “On the Higher School of Justice of Georgia” was adopted, which fixed the structure of the
educational institution, admission to training courses for judges and issuance of relevant qualifica-
tion documents to them [10].

One of the priorities in the work of the government was also designated a policy aimed at
protecting human rights. In 2014, the Georgian Parliament adopted the "National Strategy for the
Protection of Human Rights", based on the sources of constitutional and international law. The
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document stated that a prerequisite in the process of protecting human rights is a high level of effi-
ciency in the functioning of state institutions [11].

In order to strengthen the coordination and efficiency of activities in various sectors, the
government approved an action plan in this area for the next two years [12]. It presented a long-
term vision for solving problems in the field of human rights protection, identified priorities in this
direction by strengthening the rule of law, creating democratic institutions, ensuring gender equali-
ty, which, among other things, was also necessary for a positive political image of the state in the
conditions of formation and development of the global information space [7].

Conclusions.

Thus, the constitutional reform carried out at the beginning of the 21st century in Georgia
contributed to the reform of the political system, the spread of European norms and values in the
republic. After the amendments were made to the constitution, the political institutions of the re-
public acquired a much more transparent and democratic appearance.

The European Union played an important role in the constitutional reform in Georgia,
which paved the way for the country's further integration into European structures.

JIUTEPATYPA

1.AuapeeBa I'. Koncrutyimonnas pedopma 2004 r. B I'pysun. URL: https://www.kavkaz-
uzel.eu/articles/56759/ (nara oOpamtenus: 15.07.22).

2. Qynaiitn A.K. EBpasuiickuii Bonpoc u Oynymiee FOxxnoro Kaskasa // M3sectuss COUT'CU.
—2014. — Nel14(53). - C. 79-87.

3. 3axkmouenue EBpomelickoli KoMuccuUM 3a JEMOKpaTuio uepe3 npaso (Benenumanckoii
komuccuu) o Koucturynmuum I'pysun. CrpacOypr, 15 okta6ps 2010 r. URL:
https://constitutions.ru/?p=6160 (nara obpamienus: 5.07.22).

4. Koncturymus ['py3un (mpuHsTa 24 aBrycra 1995 r.). URL:
https://www.refworld.org.ru/pdfid/548f04404.pdf (nara obparenus: 8.07.22).

5. Koncturymuonssiii 3akoH [pysun «O BHeceHMM HW3MEHEHUH U JIONOJHEHWIl B
Koncrurynuio I'pysum». 15 oxtsiops 2010 r. URL: http://www.parliament.ge/index.php (mara
obpamenusi: 8.07.22).

6. KoiibaeB b.I'. IOxHbiii KaBka3 B KOHTEKCTE COBPEMEHHBIX T'€OMOJMTHYECKHX BHI3OBOB //
CoBpemenHas Hayka u uaHOBarmu. 2015. Ne 2 (10). C. 175-180.

7. Koitbaes b.I'. [Tonutrueckuii UMUK TOCyAapCcTBa B COBPEMEHHOM Ti100aIbHOM HH(pOpMa-
roHHOM TpoctpancTBe // Bectuk CeBepo-OCeTHHCKOTO TOCYJapCTBEHHOTO YHHBEPCHTETA UME-
uu K. JI. Xeraryposa. 2013. Ne 1. C. 45-48.

8. Muskhelishvili M. Constitutional Changes in Georgia. URL:
http://georgica.tsu.edu.ge/files/01-Politics/Legislation/Muskhelishvili-2003.pdf (nara oGparuenust:
7.07.22).

9. Report on monitoring the implementation of the Eastern partnership roadmap in Georgia //
Independent Monitoring Report November, 2013. Thilisi, 2013. — 160 P.

10. The High School of Justice of Georgia. URL: http://help.elearning.ext.coe.int/file.php
(mata obpamienus: 12.07.22).

11. Georgia’s Human Rights Strategy and Action Plan presented. URL:
http://agenda.ge/en/news/2014/443 (nara obparmienus: 12.07.22).

12. First voluntary national review on implementation of the sustainable development goals.
URL: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/ (nara ooparmenus: 11.07.22).

REFERENCES
1.Andreeva G. Konstitutsionnaya reforma 2004 g. v Gruzii URL: https://www.kavkaz-
uzel.eu/articles/56759/ (nara o6pamenus: 15.07.22).
2.Dudajti A.K. Evrazijskij vopros i budushhee YUzhnogo Kavkaza // 1zvestiya SOIGSI. —
2014. — Nel4(53).—C. 79-87.

Bbinyck 3,2022 171



CoBpemeHHas HayKa 1 MHHoBauum Ne3 (39), 2022

3.Zaklyuchenie Evropejskoj komissii za demokratiyu cherez pravo (Venetsianskoj komissii) o
Konstitutsii Gruzii. Strasburg, 15 oktyabrya 2010 r. URL: https://constitutions.ru/?p=6160 (nara
obparnienus: 5.07.22).

4.Konstitutsiya Gruzii (prinyata 24 avgusta 1995 g.). URL:
https://www.refworld.org.ru/pdfid/548f04404.pdf (nara obparuenus: 8.07.22).

5.Konstitutsionnyj zakon Gruzii «O vnesenii izmenenij 1 dopolnenij v Konstitutsiyu Gruzii».
15 oktyabrya 2010 g. URL.: http://www.parliament.ge/index.php (mata oopamienus: 8.07.22).

6.Kojbaev B.G. YUzhnyj Kavkaz v kontekste sovremennykh geopoliticheskikh vyzovov //
Sovremennaya nauka i innovatsii. 2015. Ne 2 (10). S. 175-180.

7.Kojbaev B.G. Politicheskij imidzh gosudarstva v sovremennom global'nom informatsion-
nom prostranstve // Vestnik Severo-Osetinskogo gosudarstvennogo universiteta imeni K. L.
KHetagurova. 2013. Ne 1. S. 45-48.

8. Muskhelishvili M. Constitutional Changes in Georgia. URL:
http://georqgica.tsu.edu.ge/files/01-Politics/Legislation/Muskhelishvili-2003.pdf (mata oOpaieHws:
7.07.22).

9. Report on monitoring the implementation of the Eastern partnership roadmap in Georgia //
Independent Monitoring Report November, 2013. Thilisi, 2013. — 160 P.
10. The High School of Justice of Georgia. URL: http://help.elearning.ext.coe.int/file.php
(mara obpamienus: 12.07.22).
11. Georgia’s Human Rights Strategy and Action Plan presented. URL:
http://agenda.ge/en/news/2014/443 (nara obparmuenus: 12.07.22).
12. First voluntary national review on implementation of the sustainable development goals

OB ABTOPAX / ABOUT THE AUTHORS
Koiioaes bopuc TI'eoprueBud4, TOKTOp TMOJIUTUYECKUX HayK, mpodeccop Kadeapbl
¢unocopun u coumanbHeix Hayk CeBepo-OCETHHCKOTO TOCYIAapCTBEHHOI'O YHUBEPCHUTETA HM.
K.JI. Xerarypoga, r. Binaaukaskas, e-mail: koibaevbg@mail.ru
Koybaev Boris Georgievich, Doctor of Political Sciences, Professor of the Department of
Philosophy and Social Sciences, North Ossetian State University named after K. L. Khetagurov,
Vladikavkaz, e-mail: koibaevbg@mail.ru

YcoBa IO BukropoBHa, TOKTOp MOJIMTUYECKUX HAYK, podeccop Kadeapbl Mexay-
HapOIHBIX OTHOMCHHﬁ, IIOJIMTOJIOTUHU U MHpOBOﬁ 9KOHOMHKH HSITI/Il"OpCKOl"O TroCyadapCTBECHHOT'O
yHUBepcuTeTa, T. [Iaturopck, e-mail: usova_yv@mail.ru

Usova Yuliya Viktorovna, Doctor of Political Sciences, Professor of the Department of
International Relations, Political Science and World Economy, Pyatigorsk State University, Pyati-
gorsk, e-mail: usova_yv@mail.ru

PeBazoB Binagumup YepmeHoBHY, KaHAMJAT MEJAarorH4ecKuX HayK, JOLEHT Kadeapsl
¢unmocopum W couMaTbHO-TyMaHMTapHbIX  TexHonoruit  CeBepo-KaBkasckoro  ropHo-
MCTAJUTYPIUYCCKOTO MHCTUTYTA (TOCYIlapCTBCHHOF 0 TEXHOJOI'MYE€CKOI'O YHI/IBCpCI/ITeTa), r. Bia-
JnuKaBKkas, e-mail: revazov.v@yandex.ru

Revazov Vladimir Chermenovich, Candidate of Pedagogical Sciences, Associate Profes-
sor of the Department of Philosophy and Social and Legal Disciplines of the North Caucasus Min-
ing and Metallurgical Institute (State Technological University), Vladikavkaz, e-mail: re-
vazov.v@yandex.ru

Jara noctyruieHus B penakinio:25.06.2022
IMocne penensupoBanusi:23.07.2022
Hara npunstus x myomukarmu: 13.08.2022

172 Bbinyck 3,2022



