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AHHOTauuA: DTa cTaTbs NpeafiaraeT BCECTOPOHHWUII aHA/IM3 BOEHHOW MHTEPBEHUMN B Mpake B
21-M Beke C 0CO6bIM aKLEHTOM Ha MpeAnosiaraeMblii «NpPU3bIB K AEMOKPATUN», NMPEANOCHINKY,
KoTopas 6blla NpeaMeToM MHTEHCUMBHBIX CMOPOB M CKenTuuMaMa. M3ydyas runoTesy «JI0XKHOro
npusbiBa K AeEMOKpaTUu», B CTaTb€ BbIICHSETCS, 6bII0 M CTPEMIEHME K AEMOKpaTUYECKOMY
ynpasfieHUo MOAJIMHHOW Uesnblo BTOPXEHUS MWW MPUKPbITUEM ANSA APYTUX CTpaTermyeckmx
MHTepecoB. AHaNIM3 OXBaTbiBAeT MWCTOPUYECKUIA KOHTEKCT, MPEeALEeCcTBYHOLWMUA BTOPXKEHMUIO,
XPOHOJNIOTUIO KJIHOUYEBBLIX CO6bLITUIA BO BpEMS KOHMJMKTA, @ TaKXe HEeNnocpeacCTBEHHble U
ANVUTENbHbIE MNOCNEACTBUA HamnaAeHUss Ha MoJMTMYECKUEe, couMajibHble UM 3KOHOMWYECKMue
CTpYKTypbl Mpaka. OH paeT TOHKOE MOHMMAaHMe MOTMBOB MeXAYHapoAHbIX BMeWATeNbCTB,
0co6eHHO Korga oHW o6/ieyeHbl B PUTOPUKY MPOABUXKEHUS AEMOKPATUM UM MpaB YesioBekKa.
BoeHHas wuHTepBeHUMS B Mpake cuumTaeTcs OAHUM W3 CaMbIX 3HAYMUTESIbHbIX WU CMOPHbIX
anu3onoB Hayana 21 Beka. C TOYKM 3peHUs UuCTopuYeckol pednekcum <«npusbiB K
AeMoKpaTuu», OnpaBAblBaBLWMA BTOPXeEHWEe, OKyTaH crnopamu, pgebatamMm U  KPUTUKOW.

[MocnencTtemMa BTOPXEHUSA TMpUBENU K HeHaAeXHOoMH, FJ'IYGOKO ownboyHoOm AEMOKpaTuy,
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onpeaensiemMon MexXKoOHMEeCCMOHaNbHbIM HacCUINEM, 3KOHOMWYECKON HecTabunbHOCTbIO W
NoNTUYECKON KoppynuuMen, a He K npeanonaraemon crabunbHOM U npouBeTaowen
AeMOKpaTU4eCKon Haumum. ODTOT aHanau3 noAavYepKMBAeT J>KM3HEHHO BaXHYI BaXHOCTb
KPUTUYECKOro Mn3yyeHus MOTMBOB W o060CHOBaHMIK rnobanbHbIX AepXxaB, Korga oOHM
BMeLlnBatoTCs B MeXxAyHapoaHble KOHMANKTBI. MpuBnekaTenbHas puTopurKa o
pacrnpocTpaHeHUn AeMOKpaTMM U 3aluTe npas 4YenoBeKa, Kak 3TO BUAHO B ciyyae ¢ Upakowm,
WHOr4a MOXEeT CKpblBaTb CKpbITble Leu.

KnoueBble cnoBa:

BMeLWaTENbCTBO B MUpak, nogaenka AEeMOKpaTun, MmexagyHapoaHble MHTEPBEHUWUN,
npoaBuXxXeHne AOeMOKpaTun, NpaBa 4YyesioBeKa, reononnTmyeckKkune cTpaTtermm, nocneancteus
nocsie BTOPXEHUA, SKOHOMU4YeCKas HecTabunbHOCTb, NOAUTUYECKas Koppynuuda, BOEHHOe
BMeLWaTeNbCTBO

Introduction

The article remains highly relevant given its focus on examining the reasons behind the US
military intervention in Iraq in March 2003. This year marks the 20th anniversary of the
coalition forces' invasion, which lends relevance not only to the events of two decades ago
but also to their reinterpretation in light of contemporary realities. The author seeks to
address the question of whether the invasion was genuinely aimed at spreading democracy
in the Middle East or if the democratic rhetoric merely masked Washington's true motives.

Analyzing the intentions and justifications behind the Iraq War holds great significance as it
provides insights into the complexities of international relations, the impact of military
interventions, and the pursuit of strategic interests. By critically examining the purported
call for democracy and investigating potential ulterior motives, the article contributes to a
deeper understanding of the Irag War and its long-lasting implications.

Furthermore, in the context of ongoing geopolitical developments and the evolving dynamics
of the Middle East, revisiting the events and motives surrounding the Iraq War allows for a
reassessment of regional power struggles, the consequences of interventionism, and the
role of democracy promotion in contemporary international politics. The article's exploration
of these issues encourages readers to reflect on the broader implications of the Iraq War
and its resonance in the present global landscape.

The focus of this article is to dissect the narrative surrounding the military intervention in
Iraq, emphasizing the ostensible goal of promoting democracy. It scrutinizes the hypothesis
of the «Fake Call for Democracy», suggesting that the real motives of the invasion may
have been strategic interests other than establishing a democratic regime.

The purpose of this article is to examine critically the historical context leading up to the
invasion, to trace the chronology of key events, and to explore both the immediate and
enduring consequences of the attack. A detailed analysis will probe into whether the
promotion of democracy was a genuine intent or a mere facade masking ulterior motives.

The scientific novelty in this article lies in its examination of the "Fake Call for Democracy
hypothesis regarding the military intervention in Iraq. The present study aims to uncover a
comprehensive range of factors (domestic, geopolitical, economic, cultural) that led to the
intervention, and it is in this endeavor that its scientific novelty lies. While researchers,
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policymakers, and experts, including during the administration of George W. Bush, have
acknowledged that democratic rhetoric can mask more pragmatic interests, this study offers
a more nuanced and profound understanding of the motivations behind international
interventions, particularly when justified in terms of democracy promotion or human rights.
It calls for future research to explore the specific geopolitical, economic, and domestic
factors that may have influenced the decision to invade Iraq, as well as its impact on Iraq's
social fabric. Evaluating the broader implications for international law, global governance,
and the principle of "just war" is also deemed essential in this study.

Iraq before the Global Attack

T he military intervention in Iraq in the early 21st century remains a significant and
contentious event in world politics. The stated goal for the invasion was to establish
democracy and overthrow the dictatorial regime of Saddam Hussein. Many critics, however,
view this call for democracy as a guise for other ulterior motives, and hence the title «The
Fake Call for Democracy».

Understanding the historical context of Iraq prior to the global attack is critical. Until the
late 20th century, the country was under the authoritarian rule of President Saddam
Hussein, a leader known for his ruthlessness and disregard for human rights.

Saddam Hussein rose to power in 1979 and quickly established an authoritarian rule
characterized by severe human rights abuses. He ruled with an iron fist, maintaining power
through fear and violence. His regime was marked by the pervasive use of torture, mass
executions, and widespread repression. One of the most egregious acts of his rule was the
use of chemical weapons against his own people, notably in the Halabja chemical attack in
1988, which is now recognized as a genocidal campaign against the Kurdish population in
Iraqlll.

Despite this, the Saddam era also marked a period of significant secularism and
modernization, a point often overlooked in Western narratives. Under his rule, Iraq
experienced major advancements in infrastructure, education, and women's rights. His
government implemented a secular constitution, and religious extremism was brutally
suppressed.

The Narrative and Impact of the U.S. Intervention in Iraq: An Analysis of Primary
Sources

During the period from 2001 to 2003, the United States of America intervened in Iraq by
undertaking military actions against the regime of Saddam Hussein. To explain and justify
this intervention, the U.S. government, particularly President George W. Bush, Vice
President Richard Cheney, and Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld, developed and
promoted a specific narrative. An analysis of primary sources, including speeches and press
conferences by high-ranking officials, as well as official documents such as the "National

Security Strategy of the United States (2002)‘£l1 and the "Quadrennial Defense Review

Report (2001)"[il allows for an examination of this narrative and its influence on the U.S.

intervention in Iraq.

During the early stages of the attack on Iraq following the events of September 11, 2001,
the U.S. government put forth the main argument linking Iraq to terrorism and the threat of
weapons of mass destruction. President George W. Bush, in his speech before Congress on
September 20, 2001, emphasized the need to combat terrorism, while his statement on May
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1, 2003, declared the end of major combat operations in Iraqlﬂ. These speeches reflected a
narrative about the defense of U.S. national security and the necessity to counter the threat
of terrorism.

Vice President Richard Cheney also actively voiced support for the intervention in Iraqg. In
his press conference on August 26, 2002, and his speech on March 26, 2003, he asserted
that Iraq possessed weapons of mass destruction and posed a direct threat to the U.S. and

its alliesl2l. This assertion reinforced the narrative of the need to prevent the potential use
of weapons of mass destruction and protect national interests.

Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld also played an active role in shaping the narrative. In
his speeches on October 7, 2002, and May 7, 2003, he emphasized the importance of

combating terrorism and the changes in the national security strategy[ﬂ. He drew attention
to the necessity of employing force to achieve security and stability in the region.

Additionally, documents such as the "National Security Strategy of the United States" and
the "Quadrennial Defense Review Report" played a significant role in shaping the narrative.
These documents justified the intervention in Irag from the perspective of national security
and U.S. interests.

A common factor in the aforementioned speeches and documents was the focus on
combating terrorism and the need to prevent the threat of weapons of mass destruction.
This narrative greatly influenced public opinion and garnered support for military actions in
Iraqg from both the American public and the international community.

However, following the completion of major combat operations and the overthrow of
Saddam Hussein's regime, the absence of discovered weapons of mass destruction and the
ongoing violence and instability in Iraq raised doubts about the arguments presented in the
narrative. Critics accused the U.S. government of manipulating intelligence data and
exaggerating the threat posed by Iraq.

In conclusion, an analysis of the narrative accompanying the attack on Iraq shows that the
U.S. government, including President George W. Bush, Vice President Richard Cheney, and
Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld, actively promoted arguments regarding the fight
against terrorism and the threat of weapons of mass destruction. This narrative exerted
significant influence on public opinion and support for the intervention in Iraq. However, the
outcomes and consequences of this intervention raised doubts and criticism regarding the
arguments presented.

Geopolitical and Economic Interests

Internationally, Iraq held a strategic position due to its vast oil reserves, ranking as the
third-largest in the world. The dynamics of reported oil reserves for the five countries with
the largest deposits, namely Saudi Arabia, Canada, Venezuela, Iran, and Iraq, can be
illustrated over the period from 1980 to 2017, based on data from the US Energy
Information Administration (see fig. 1). This made the country an area of interest for global
powers, especially the United States and its allies. The critical turning point in Iraq's
international relations came in 1990 when Saddam Hussein ordered the invasion of Kuwait.
This act of aggression was met with strong international condemnation and led to the Gulf
Warin 1991.
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Fig. 1 - The dynamics of reported oil reserves for the five countries with the largest
deposits, namely Saudi Arabia, Canada, Venezuela, Iran, and Iraq, during the period from

1980 to 2017, based on data from the US Energy Information AdministrationtZ1

The Gulf War ended with a decisive victory for the U.S.-led coalition but did not result in the
removal of Saddam Hussein from power. However, the war left Iraq's infrastructure severely
damaged, and the country was subjected to heavy economic sanctions by the United
Nations. These sanctions had a devastating effect on Iraq's economy and led to a
significant decline in living standards and a rise in child mortality rates.

In the years that followed, Iraq remained a pariah on the international stage while suffering
from internal repression, economic decline, and social hardship. It was against this
backdrop that the 2003 invasion was launched.

The period before the global attack has been extensively researched by many academics.
Said K. Aburish, in his book «Saddam Hussein: The Politics of Revenge», provides a detailed

account of Saddam Hussein’s dictatorshipﬁ. His analysis reveals that while Saddam's rule
was harsh and dictatorial, it also ushered in a period of modernization and secularism. This
nuance is important to understand when analyzing the effects and outcomes of the military
intervention in Iraq.

Pretexts for Establishing Democracy

The military intervention in Iraq in 2003 was primarily justified by the U.S. and its allies on
two grounds. The first being the assertion that Iraq possessed weapons of mass destruction
(WMDs) that posed an imminent threat, and the second being the need to promote

democracy in Iraqm.

However, in retrospect, both justifications have come under intense scrutiny. Post-invasion,
no significant evidence of WMDs was found in Iraq. Authors like John J. Mearsheimer in
«Why Leaders Lie: The Truth about Lying in International Politics» have discussed how the

W MD argument could have been a strategic lie by the Bush administratiod2%. On the other
hand, analysts like Neta C. Crawford in «Accountability for Killing: Moral Responsibility for
Collateral Damage in America's Post-9/11 Wars» argue that it might have been a result of

misinterpretation of inteIIigenceM.

The pretext of promoting democracy in Iraq is another heavily debated topic. Critics argue
that the call for democracy was a fagade, used to garner support for the invasion, both
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domestically and internationally. Noam Chomsky, in his book «Hegemony or Survival:
America's Quest for Global Dominance», asserts that the call for democracy was a guise to

extend American hegemonyM.

This assertion leads us to question: How did the narrative of promoting democracy manifest
in the actual events that transpired during the invasion? To further explore this, it is
essential to delve into the chronology and key events of the military intervention in Iraq. By
looking at the sequence of events, we can assess whether the course of action aligns with
the stated goal of fostering democracy, or if it supports Chomsky's argument about
expanding American hegemony.

The invasion of Iraq began on March 20, 2003, led by U.S. forces along with troops from the
United Kingdom, Australia, and Poland. The campaign, termed «Shock and Awe», saw rapid
advances into Iraqi territory. Saddam's regime was quickly toppled, with Baghdad falling to

U.S. forces by April 9, 2003131

Post-invasion, the country was gripped by chaos, with looting and crime becoming
widespread. Critics argue that the lack of a post-war plan led to a power vacuum and civil
unrest. The establishment of the Coalition Provisional Authority (CPA) and the controversial
de-Ba'athification policy further exacerbated the situation. Paul Bremer, the head of the
CPA, has been criticized for his role in the mismanagement of post-war Iraq.

This period has been extensively studied by scholars like Larry Diamond in «Squandered
Victory: The American Occupation and the Bungled Effort to Bring Democracy to Irag», who

critiqued the American approach towards establishing democracy in IraqM.

The challenges that were seen in this period of immediate aftermath, from the breakdown
of law and order to the struggles of the CPA in managing the transition, laid the groundwork
for a host of more long-term issues. These subsequent problems comprise what can be seen
as the true consequences of the military intervention in Iraq, which not only impacted the
country's political structure but also had far-reaching implications on its social and economic
fabric.

Actual Consequences of the Global Attack

The aftermath of the military intervention in Iraq carried wide-ranging political, social, and
economic ramifications, painting a grim picture of a nation marked by instability, human
suffering, and precarious progress.

Politically, the removal of Saddam Hussein's authoritarian regime, while initially hailed as a
stride towards democracy, soon found itself marred by a host of issues. While the face of
authoritarianism changed, many argue that its essence remained, albeit in a different guise.
Irag's political landscape post-invasion was rife with corruption, marked by sectarian

politics, and burdened with emergent authoritarian tendencies13],

Toby Dodge in «Iraq: From War to a New Authoritarianism», provides a thorough exploration

of these challengesm. He suggests that the democratization process, rather than
dismantling authoritarianism, effectively replaced it with a version that was ostensibly more
palatable to the international community, yet just as damaging to the Iragi people. The
transition was further complicated by a poorly managed de-Ba'athification process and the
disbandment of the Iragi army, which fed into the sectarian divide and created a fertile
ground for insurgency and civil unrest.
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On the social front, the invasion and its aftermath unleashed a severe humanitarian crisis.
Civilian casualties were high during the invasion, and violence continued to escalate in the
ensuing chaos, leading to the displacement of millions of people. The dislocation and
disintegration of civil society institutions further eroded social cohesion, exacerbating
sectarian divisions and leading to widespread disillusionment and discontent. The long-term
social effects of these disruptions continue to be felt, with successive generations bearing
the brunt of the war's legacy.

Economically, the attack on Iraq and its subsequent occupation resulted in a profound
upheaval. Despite its abundant oil reserves, Iraq has grappled with the Herculean task of
economic recovery. Joseph Stiglitz and Linda Bilmes, in «The Three Trillion Dollar War: The

True Cost of the Irag Conflict», underscore the staggering economic costs of the warlZl,
They highlight the monumental direct and indirect costs, including the cost of maintaining
security, rebuilding infrastructure, caring for veterans, and the broader economic impact on
the global economy. Notably, these costs were not confined to Iraq, but extended to the
invading countries as well, particularly the United States, further challenging the notion that
the war was solely in pursuit of lofty democratic ideals.

Influence of the US and Its Allies in the Region

Emerging from the military intervention in Iraq, the anticipated establishment of a stable
democracy seems more of a mirage than a tangible outcome. What emerges instead is a
nation wrestling with the profound challenges of an unstable political order, deep societal
fractures, and economic struggles.

These realities make it imperative to scrutinize the notion of a «call for democracy» that
was used as one of the principal justifications for the invasion. Was it a genuine
commitment to fostering democratic governance in Iraq, or was it, as some suggest, a more
manipulative move with ulterior objectives?

The overthrow of Saddam Hussein in Irag was seen as an opportunity for the United States
and its allies to significantly strengthen their strategic foothold in the Middle East. Let's
delve into some examples and provide numerical data and relevant sources to support these
assertions:

- Existing Military Presence: The United States had a substantial military presence in the
region before the invasion of Iraq. For instance, the U.S. maintained military bases in
countries like Saudi Arabia and Qatar. These bases served as important hubs for conducting
military operations, projecting power, and exerting influence in the region. The U.S. Fifth
Fleet, based in Bahrain, also played a crucial role in safeguarding maritime trade routes in
the Persian Gulf.

- Regional Stability and Counterterrorism Efforts: After the 9/11 attacks, the United States
embarked on a global campaign against terrorism. In the context of the Middle East,
removing Saddam Hussein was viewed as part of the broader objective to combat terrorism
and promote stability in the region. Saddam Hussein's regime was accused of supporting or

harboring terrorist organizations, which further justified the military intervention! 81,

- Geopolitical Interests: The Middle East's geopolitical significance, particularly its oil
reserves, trade routes, and proximity to major global powers, cannot be overstated. By
overthrowing Saddam Hussein and installing a friendly regime, the United States and its
allies aimed to consolidate their influence and control over key strategic areas. Iraqg's oil
reserves, estimated to be the fifth-largest in the world, were a substantial factor in this

7
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pursuit.

According to data from the U.S. Energy Information Administration, Iraq possessed proven

oil reserves of approximately 112 billion barrels in 2001, just before the invasion[22l, This
represented a considerable share of global oil reserves. By gaining influence over Iraq's oil
resources, the United States and its allies sought to ensure access to energy supplies and

maintain favorable market conditions for their economies.

The expression of U.S. influence in the Middle East was evident through diplomatic, military,
and economic dimensions. For example:

- Diplomatic Relations: The United States engaged in diplomatic negotiations with regional
governments, shaping policies and alliances to align with its interests. It fostered close
relationships with countries like Saudi Arabia, Egypt, and Israel, which further enhanced its
influence in the region.

- Military Cooperation: The United States conducted joint military exercises, provided
military assistance, and established military partnerships with regional allies. These
collaborations strengthened its military presence and influence.

- Economic Partnerships: The U.S. engaged in economic partnerships and investments,
particularly in the energy sector. It supported the development of oil infrastructure and
contributed to economic development in the region.

- Cultural Exchanges: The United States promoted cultural exchanges and educational

programs to foster ties and influence public opinion in the Middle East.[20]

It is important to acknowledge that the extent and effectiveness of the United States'
influence in the Middle East following the invasion of Iraq is a contentious and complex
topic. The subsequent years witnessed challenges such as sectarian conflicts, the rise of
extremist groups, and shifts in regional power dynamics that have influenced the overall
balance of power and the United States' influence in the region.

In sum, the «Fake Call for Democracy» argument posits that the democratization agenda in
Iraq served as a facade for deeper strategic objectives, whether they be related to oil,
geopolitical influence, or domestic politics. This perspective provides a critical lens through
which to interpret the motives behind the invasion and its aftermath.

Conclusions

The military intervention in Irag stands as one of the most significant and contentious
episodes of the early 21st century. From a lens of historical reflection, the «call for
democracy» that justified the invasion is shrouded in controversy, debate, and criticism. The
aftermath of the invasion has resulted in a precarious, deeply flawed democracy, defined by
sectarian violence, economic instability, and political corruption, rather than the envisioned
stable and prosperous democratic nation.

This analysis underscores the vital importance of critically examining the motivations and
rationales of global powers when they intervene in international conflicts. The appealing
rhetoric of spreading democracy and upholding human rights, as seen in the case of Iraq,
can sometimes obscure ulterior objectives. While the ambition to foster democratic
governance can be genuine in some cases, the potential for these laudable ideals to be
employed as a smokescreen for other, less noble motivations is a reality that cannot be
overlooked.
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In conclusion, the article provides a comprehensive analysis of the military intervention in
Irag in the early 21st century and raises important questions about the motives and
outcomes of the invasion. It highlights the contentious nature of the call for democracy,
suggesting that it may have been a facade for deeper strategic objectives such as oil
resources and geopolitical influence. The research emphasizes the negative consequences
of the invasion, including the perpetuation of authoritarianism, social upheaval, and
economic struggles in Iraq.

To avoid a similar situation in the future, it is crucial to learn from the mistakes made in
Iraq. First and foremost, transparent and evidence-based justifications should be
established before undertaking any military intervention. It is essential to critically evaluate
intelligence information to avoid misinterpretations and strategic lies that can lead to
unnecessary conflicts. Robust international mechanisms, such as United Nations resolutions
and inspections, should be utilized to ensure that all diplomatic avenues have been
exhausted before resorting to military action.

Additionally, the international community must prioritize diplomacy and peaceful conflict
resolution. Rather than relying solely on military force, diplomatic negotiations, mediation,
and dialogue should be pursued to address political crises and promote stability.
International organizations should play a central role in facilitating diplomatic efforts and
ensuring the adherence to international law.

Looking ahead, it is challenging to predict the exact actions that the United States will take
regarding the ignition of conflicts worldwide. However, it is essential for the United States
to adopt a more balanced and cautious approach to its foreign policy. Rather than pursuing
unilateral actions, a multilateral approach that considers the interests and perspectives of
other nations should be embraced. Promoting cooperation, dialogue, and respect for
international norms and institutions will be crucial in reducing tensions and preventing
conflicts.

Furthermore, the United States should prioritize the well-being and development of nations
instead of pursuing narrow self-interests. Investing in sustainable development, education,
and capacity-building programs in vulnerable regions can help address root causes of
conflicts, reduce inequality, and promote long-term stability.

In conclusion, the invasion of Iraq and its aftermath serve as a sobering reminder of the
complexities and consequences of military interventions. By learning from this experience
and adopting a more inclusive and diplomatic approach, it is possible to work towards a
more peaceful and just world order. It is imperative that nations strive to resolve conflicts
through peaceful means, prioritize the well-being of people, and promote democratic
principles without ulterior motives. Only by doing so can we hope to avoid the mistakes of
the past and build a better future for all nations and their citizens.

bunbnunorpadcdpun

1. CtpaTterusa HaumoHanbHoOM 6e3onacHocTu. CeHTabpb 2002 r. URL: https://georgewbush-
whitehouse.archives.gov/nsc/nss/2002/

2. YeTbipéxneTHuit oT4€T 06 0630pe o60poHbl. CeHTabpb 2001 r. URL:
https://www.comw.org/qdr/qdr2001.pdf.

3. Abypuw C.K. (1999).Cagnam XycenH: nonutnka mectn. Uspgatenbctso bnymcbepu, -416c¢.

4. Xomckuin H. (2004).f'ereMoOHNa Unun BbbKMBaHMeE: cTpeMieHne AMepukn K rnobanbHomMy
rocnoacTtey. CTonnYHble KHUrm, -320cC.



10.25136/2409-8671.2023.3.40795 M1posas nonutuka, 2023 - 3

5. Kpoydopa, CeBepHasa KaponunHa. (2013).0TBeTCTBEHHOCTb 3@ YOMIACTBO: MOpanbHas
OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 3a CONyTCTBYOWMIM ywepb B BorMHax AMepukn nocne 11 ceHtabpsa.
M3paTenbctBo OKcdhopackoro yHmesepcuteTa, -486c¢.

6. AanmoHa 1. (2005).YTpaueHHasa nobepa: amepmkaHCcKasa OKKynauma u HeydaudHble
NOMNbITKN YCTAaHOBUTb AeMoKpaTuio B Npake. KHurn Tanmc, -411c.

7. Oopx T. (2012).Mpak: oT BONHbI K HOBOMY aBTopuTapusMy. Pytneax, -220c.

8. Oynantel A.K. (2016).BonHa B Upake 2003. r 1 no3uumsa BeayWUX rocynapcTBO-4eHOB
EC. Yepes Bpemsa: Uctopusa. Monutonorus, 1(122), 56-60c.

9. OavicoH, C.B. (2009). "Bcakoe 6biBaeT": JoHanba Pamcdeng v sanHa B Mpake. AHanuns
BHewHen nonmtnkn. N3pgatenbcteo Okcdopackoro yHusepcuteTta, 5(4), 327-347.

10. Mupwanmep Ox. Ox. (2011).MouemMy nuaepbl AryT: npasaa O XU B MeXAyHapoOAHOM
nonutnke. Msgatenoctso OkcdopaAMKOro yHnsepcuteta, -132c.

11. Cturavy Ax. n Bunmc J1. (2008).BoHa 3a Tpu TpuaanMoHa AONAAPOB: UCTUHHAsLUEHa
KoH(pnnkTa B Npake. w.w. HOpPTOH U KOMnaHusa, -336.

12. Kspponn A.0xocenuH K. (2023).0rnaabiBasicb Ha3zagHa TO, Kak CTpaX U NOXHble
ybexaeHns ykpenunun obuwectseHHy noaaepxky CLIA BoliHbl B Upakeb 14 mapTta 2023
r. JocTynHO Mo cchblnKe:
https://www.pewresearch.org/politics/2023/03/14/ornaabiBasicb Ha TO, KaK-CTpax-u-
noxHble-ybexaeHna-nogkpennann-obwecteeHHyo-noaaepxky-CLUA-soliHbI-B-Upake/

13. TnobanbHaa BoWHa Cc Teppopu3aMoM. FnobanbHas BOMHaA C TEPPOPU3MOM - 3TO
MexXAyHapoaHaa BoeHHasa KaMmMnaHusa noa pykosoacTtsom CLUA, HauaTada nocrne
Teppopucteumckmx atak 11 centabpsa 2001 roga. URL:
https://www.georgewbushlibrary.gov/research/topic-guides/global-war-terror

14. KpaTtkuin aHanus cTtpaHbl Mpaka. URL-agpec YnpasneHus sHepretMdyeckon nHdpopmaumm
CLWIA: https//www.eia.gov/international/overview/country/IRQ.

15. Upak, 2003 r. YnpasneHue BepxoBHoro komuccapa OOH no npasaM yenoseka. Pexum
poctyna: https://www.ohchr.org/ur/about-us/memorial/iraq-2003.

16. Upak. PekaHCTpyKuma n nHeBectmumun,. NMonydyeHo s 2018 r. URL:
https://documentsl.worldbank.org/curated/en/600181520000498420/pdf/123631-
REVISED-Irag-Reconstruction-and-Investment-Part-2-Damage-and-Needs-Assessment-
of-Affected-l'ysepHopaTtec.pdf

17. BoiiHa B Upake: npeabicTopmus n o63op npobnem URL:
https://www.everycrsreport.com/reports/RL31715html

18. PenTMHrn o6 aHepretTnke B Mupe. YnpaBrieHue saHepretmyeckmon nHgopmaumm CLLUA URL:
https://www.eia.goc/international/data/world

19. Tupnak, Ox.A. CneumanbHoe nsgaHue Aerospace World: Desert Triumph. NpoBepeHo
10 anpens 2023 r., URL: HTTPS://www.airandspaceforces.com/article/0503triumph/

20. Boiiea B Npake. KubepnenunHka. URL: https://cyberleninka.ru/article/n/war-in-iraq-1

PesynbTaTbl Npoueaypbl peueH3nMpoBaHuUsA CTaTbyU

B cBA3M C MOJAUTUKON [ABOHHOrOo CJ/EMNOro peLeH3upoBaHUsA JIMYHOCTb pEeLEH3EeHTa He
pacKkpblBaeTCs.

Co CriMcKoM peLeH3eHTOB U34aTtesibCTBa MOXHO O3HaKOMUTHLCS 34€ECh.

MpeameT nccnepgosaHusa. C y4étom cpopMMpOBAHHOINO aBTOPOM 3arofjloBKa, CTaTba AOJKHA
6bITb NocBsAWweHa rnobanbHon aTake Ha Npak ¢ y4yéTtom danbMBOro NpmsbiBa K AEMOKpaTUM.
CopepxaHue cTaTbM COOTBETCTBYET Bbi6paHHOMY HanpaBJ/IEHUIO WUCCNEAOBaHWIA, HO Kakue-

10


https://e-notabene.ru/reviewer_list.php

10.25136/2409-8671.2023.3.40795 M1posas nonutuka, 2023 - 3

nm60o NPpUYMHHO-CNeACTBEHHbIE CBSA3W aBTOPOM He BbIsiB/IEHbI, Te3UCbl HEe 060CHOBaHbI.
MeToponorma wuccnenosaHms 6asuvpyeTcas Ha WU3N0XEHUW uctopuyeckux daktos Mo
3aAB/I€EHHOMY BOMpPOCY, a nNpuMBOAUMbIE Te3UCbl He NOAKPEennawTCa KaKuMU-nmnbo
obocHoBaHuAMM (B T.4. rpapudecknmun), o 4ém byaneTt nogpobHo onmcaHo B NyHkTe «CTunb,
CTPyKTypa M copepxaHue». lNpu pgopaboTke cTaTbM aBTOpYy peKOMeHAyeTCs MWCNosib3oBaTb
ynucnoBble AaHHble AN 060CHOBaHWS CBOEW MO3MUMMU, a Takxe rpaduyeckun meton ANns
AeMOHCTpaUun NPUYNHHO-CEACTBEHHbIX CBA3EN.

AKTyanbHOCTb MUCCNeA0BaHUSA BOMPOCOB, NMOAHMMAEMbIX aBTOPOM, HE BbI3blBA€T COMHEHUSA, U
obycnoeneHa aktuBHbIM yyactmem CLIA B CTUMYyAMpOBaHMM BO3HUKHOBEHMUS pPa3/IMYHbIX
KOHMAMNKTHbIX CUTyauuihi BO BCEM Mupe. [laHHble Hay4Hble nccnegosaHus 6yayTt BoctpeboBaHbl
KakK B Hay4YyHOM coobuiecTBe, Tak U y CneunasmcTtoB — NpakTUKOB, 3aHMMaKLWNXCA BONpoCcaMum
pa3BuUTMS MeXAYHapOAHbIX OTHOWEHWA W MNONUTUYECKOrO YperyampoBaHUa KOHMINKTHbBIX
CUTYyaunn, BO3HUKAKLWMX MeXAy CTpaHaMu.

HayuyHas HOBM3Ha B peLeH3MpPyeMblX MaTepmanax OTCYTCTBYeT, HO MOTeHLMalbHO OHa MOXeT
6bITb chboOpMUpOBaAHa MpWU YCJIOBUM NPOBEAEHUNA COOTBETCTBYHLWEro Hay4yHOro mMccrenoBaHus
no 3asiBJIeHHbIM BOMpoOCaM.

CTtunb, CTpykTypa, coaepxaHue. CTUib W3N0XEHWUS, B LeEesIOM, Hay4HbIl, eCnn oueHuBaTb C
Mno3nuMM OTCYTCTBUSA BbIpaXeHUM pa3roBopHoro m nyébnuumctnyeckoro ctunen. CTpyKTypa
CTaTbW aBTOPOM BbLICTPOEHA W BKJOYaeT ABa 6noka: «BBeaeHue» n «3akn4deHne» (OHM Tak U
o6o3HaueHbl B TekcTe: «Introduction» n «Conclusions». PekomeHayeTcs aBTOpy AOMNOJHUTH
TEKCT OCHOBHOMW 4YacTbio, B paMKax KoTopok 6yayT npeacTtaB/ieHbl pe3ynbTaTbl aHanmsa
UMCNOBbLIX JAaHHbIX, XapaKTepu3yllwux pacCcMaTpuBaemble SABMEeHUA W MNpouecchbl, B
obocHOBaHMWe 3asdB/IeHHbIX Te3ucosB. Hanpumep, aBTop yTBepxapaeT, 4To «Wpak obnapaet
NATbIMM MO BEeJIMYUHE J[AOKa3aHHbIMM 3amacaMu HedTM B MuUpe», OAHAaKO He npuBOAUT
HMKakoro obocHoBaHMsA cBoeMy Te3ucy (pekoMeHAyeTCcs AaTb rpaduk C ykazaHnem 06bEMOB
3anaca HedT™ no cTtpaHaMm c ob6sa3aTtenbHbIM npuBegeHnem OOGULMAJTTIbHOTO MCTOYHMKA TaKuX
AaHHbIX). Takxe aBTop roBoput o ToM, 4TO0 «CBeprHyB Caagpnama XycehHa.. CLWA un wux
COK3HUKM MOrnmM 6bl 3HAaYUTENbHO YKpPENWTb CBOW CTpaTerMdeckun nnauygapm Ha bBauvxHem
BocToke»: a kakume Kk 3ToMy 6binn npeanocbinkn? Kakoe y CLUA yxe 6bis10 chopMmpoBaHo
BINSTHME K 3TOMY MOMEHTY M B 4YEM OHO BbIpa)asiocb? AHaNOrM4YHO Heob6Xx0AMMO MPOWNTM MO
KaXXA0My T€3UCYy, T.K. Hay4yHas cTaTbs — 3TO He Habop BblAEPXEK M3 TPyAOB APYrMX aBTOPOB.
B 3aki4YnTeENbHOM 4YacTu CcTaTbM Heobxoaumo 4YETKO 060CHOBaTb 3HadeHuWe pe3ynbTaToB
NnPoBeAEHHOr0 UCCNea0BaHNA: KaK MOXHO 6bino 6bl M3bexaTb AaHHOM cuTyaumm? Y10 MOXHO
caenate Ha 6yaywee? Takxe 6bi10 6bl MHTEPECHO Yy3HaTb aBTOPCKMe 060CHOBaHHbIE
NPOrHo3bl ganbHenwunx genctsmm CLUA no pas3xXuraHumo KOHMIUKTOB B MUpe.

Bubnunorpadusa. bubnuorpadumyeckuini cnmcok, copMMpoOBaHHbIA aBTOpOM, Bk/toyaeT 11
ncToyHukos. [Mpu 3TOM, nybnmkauun, Bblweawmx nocne 2013 roma, B HEM He yaanochb
06HapyXuUTb, 4YTO rOBOPUT O HEAOCTaTOYHOM M3ydeHUW MeToaonornyeckonm 6asel. [lpu
AopaboTke cTaTbm aBTOpy cineayeT 06A3aTenbHO M3y4uTb OTe4YeCTBEHHble U 3apybexHble
nybnukauum, Bbllweslune 3a nocaeiHne HeECKONbKO NeT.

Anennaums K onnoHeHTaM. HecMoTps Ha cHOPMMPOBAHHbIA CMUCOK UCTOYHMUKOB, MO TEKCTY He
yKa3aHo HM oAHOWN ccbinku. MNpu pgopaboTke cTaTbM aBTOpy cheAyeT yAeNUTb BHUMaHue He
TONTbKO paclWMpEeHNo MepeyHs W3JaHWUW, HO M NOBbIWEHWU KayecTBa paboTbl C HUMMWU.
Mony4yeHHble pe3ynbTaThl UCCenoBaHMA HeobxoaAuMMo ob6s3aTenbHO 06CyAUMTb C uMTOramu,
OTPa>X&HHbIMM B HAaYYHbIX NybnnkKaumax Apyrmx aBTopoB.

BbiBOAbI, NHTEpeC 4uTaTenbckon ayamtopmm. C y4éTOM BCEroO BbILEMN3NOXEHHOIO, HECMOTPS
Ha aKTya/lbHOCTb MOAHMMaeMbliX BOMNPOCOB, CTaTbsd B TeKywel pefakuuum He UMeeT Hay4yHOu
ueHHocTn, He 6yaeT BocTpeboBaHa Yy uUuMTaTENbCKOW ayauTOpunM XypHana. [loaTtomy eé
pekoMeHAyeTCs HanpaBuTb Ha AopaboTKy, Nocne NpoBeAeHUS KOTOPOro creayeT BEPHYTbCH K
pacCcMOTPEHMIO BONPOCa O BO3MOXHOCTK oNy61MKOBaHUS.
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Pe3ynbTaTbl Npoueaypbl NOBTOPHOro peueH3npoBaHUAa CTaTbu

B cBS3M C MNOANTUKON [BOMHOrO C/IEMNOr0 pPELEH3NPOBAHUS JIMYHOCTb PELEH3EHTa HE
packpbiBaeTcs.
Co cnuckoMm peleH3eHTOB U34aTe/1bCTBa MOXHO O3HaKOMUTbLCS 34ECh.

CTaTbs MOCBSILLEHA WMCCMAEeAO0OBAHWUIO MPUYUH, CTOABLUMX 3@ BOEHHOW wuHTepBeHuuen CLUA B
Mpak B m™apte 2003 roga. B 31OoM roay wucnonHunoce 20 neT C MOMEHTa BTOPXEHMUS
KOaJIMLUMOHHbBIX CUA B 3Ty CTpaHy, YTO NpuaaeT aKTyalbHOCTb €C/M He caMuMm cobbitnam 20-
NeTHen [aBHOCTU, TO MX (Nepe)oCMbICIEHUO B COBPEMEeHHbIX peanuax. lpu 3ToM asBTop
CTPEMUTCS OTBETUTb Ha BOMPOC - 6bIIO 1M 3TO BTOPXEHWE B AENCTBUTENIbHOCTU HanpaB/IEHO
Ha pacnpocTpaHeHune aemMokpatTuum Ha bBnwxHem BocToke WM AeMOKpaTudeckas putopuka
NVWb NpuKpbiBana peanbHble MOTUBbLI BawuHrtoHa? CorsacHo aBTopy, AOCTUXEHMEe uenu
CTaTbW npeanosiaraeT pelweHMe TaKux MeToAOSIONMYEeCcKMX 3apadvy  Kak "uccnepoBaHue
HappaTuBa, COMpoBOXAaBwero ataky Ha WMpak" n "nccnepoBaHne MCTOPUYECKOTO KOHTEKCTa
MHTEepBeHUMM". 3aecb Cpa3y HYXHO OroBOpPUTbCHA, YTO B JdajibHENWEM HMKAKOro
nccneposaHuss HappatuBa (To eCcTb AMCKypca) aBTOp He npeanpuHuMmaeT. Tak, B ChOucke
MCTOYHUKOB HET HM OAHOr0 BbICTynaeHus odunumanbHbIX A0KHOCTHbIX fny CLUA TOro BpeMeHm
(4Ax. byw-mn., P. Yenun, O. Pamcoena, M. Byndosuy, K. Panc n ap.) nanm oduumnanbHoro
AokymeHTa (CTpaTtermm HauuoHasnbHoM 6e3onacHocTU, OOOpPOHHbIE CcTpaTerMmM W Ap.), Ha
OCHOBE aHasiM3a KOTOpPbIX MOXHO 6bLI0 6bl CyAWTb O CYWECTBOBAHWM BbIWEYNOMAHYTOrO
HappaT™MmBa M ero BAUSHUM Ha WHTepBeHumto CLIA B MWpak. BmecTto 3TOro asTop
orpaHu4YmMmBaeTCd NUWb KpPaTKMM  aHanu3oM MUCTOPUYECKOro KOHTEKCTa, B KOTOpPOM
NpoONCXOANAMN ONucCbiBaeMble cobbITMA. YTO KacaeTcsl Hay4yHOMW HOBWU3HbI UCCeao0BaHUA, TO Ha
MO B3rfs4 OHa MNpoCiexnBaeTcsd nMNpenMywecTBEeHHO B CTPeMJIeHMM aBTopa BbIABUTb
WMPOKNIA KOMNAEKC MNPUYUH (BHYTPUMOSIUTUYECKUX, T[eOoMNONNTUYECKMX, IDKOHOMUYECKMUX,
KYJbTYPHbIX), NMPUBEALWNX K WHTEPBEHLUMU. TO, YTO AeMOKpaTUM4YecKass pUTOpuKa MOXET Nullb
npukpbiBaTe 6o0nee nparMaTuyHble WHTepechbl, FOBOPWMIOCb MHOMMMM MUCCNefoBaTeNsaMu,
noaMTMKaMM W 3KCNepTaMuM elwe BO BpeMeHa aaMuHucTpaumum [Ox. bBbywa-mn. Hwudero
NPUHUMNMANBHO HOBOro 3aecb HeT. C TOYKM 3peHMs CTUAA, TEKCT NpPOM3BOAMT BecCbMa
6naronpmusTHoe BMNeYyaT/leHME - OH HanmuUCaH XOPOLWMM aHIMACKUM S3bIKOM, MOBECTBOBaHMue
OTIM4YaeTCss NOTMYHOCTbIO, apryMeHTauma sscHas W HenpoTuBopeuyuBas. B 1o xe Bpems, cTouT
OTMETUTb, YTO MOMUMO BBEAEHWUS M 3aK/OYEHUS B CTaTbe NMPUCYTCTBYET TOJIbKO OAUH pa3gen,
KOTOpble AOCNOBHO MOBTOpSAeT Ha3BaHue ctatbu - "The global attack on Iraq (fake call for
democracy)". ABTOp CTOUT NPUHATb BO BHMMaHWE, YTO Ha3BaHMWA Noapa3fenoB CTaTbW AOJIXKHbI
oTAn4aTbCAa OT Ha3BaHWA BCEW PpyKONUMCU. Takxke Bbi3biIBaeT COMHEHME TO, 4YTO aBTop
XapaktepusyeT aTaky Ha Wpak kak "rnobanbHyw". Ecnn B nHTepseHunn, nommmo cammx CLUA,
y4yacTBoBanu nuwb Benukobputanuna, Asctpanus, MNonbwa v ewe HECKOIbKO COK3HUKOB, YTO
MOrfio caenaTtb 3Ty WHTepBeHuuto "rnobanbHoin"? A 6bl NpeasoXxun UCNosb3oBaTb
cnopocoyeTaHue "BoeHHas WHTepBeHUMs B Mpak" BMecTo $SBHO MNpeyBe/IMYEHHOro
"rnobanbHas aTaka Ha Wpak". bubnuorpadua cTaTbM, Kak S yXe YyKa3biBaj Bbllle, SBHO
HyXJaeTcsa B AOMOJIHEHUM 3@ CYeT MNEepPBOUCTOYHUKOB, MNO3BONAKWMX chopMmpoBaTb
npeactaB/ieHMe O HappaTMBe BOEHHOW uHTepBeHumnm B WMpak 2003 ropa. B uenom, npwu
yCNIOBUM MPOBEAEHNS COOTBETCTBYOWEN A0paboTKM, aBTOp BMNOJIHE MOXET NPUATK K BbiBOAAM,

NpeacTaB/AAUIMM UHTEPEC AN UNTATENBCKON ayAUTOPUMN.

Pe3ynbTaThbl Nnpoueaypbl OKOHYATE/IbHOIO peLeH3NpPOBaHUSA CTaTbu

B c¢Bs3n Cc noautmkou ABOKMHOrO CJ/€rnoro peUEeH3NpoBaHUsA JIMHHOCTb pPELEH3EHTa He
PacCKpbIBaeTcs.
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Co crnucKkoM peLeH3eHTOB U34aTe/IbCTBa MOXHO O3HaKOMUTLCS 34ECh.

Cob6biTA nocneaHnx neT — CUPUNCKUIA U YKPaUHCKWUIA KPU3UCHI, CUTyauus BOKPyr TalBaH4,
nepeMeHbl B ApraHucTaHe — He ToJIbKO cneuymanunucTtbl (NOAMTONOrN, Gunocodsl, NCTOPUKKN), HO
M paaoBble HabnwagaTenm NOHMMAlOT Kak Havyano ApaMaTUYHOro nepexona OT MOHOMOSPHOro
Mmpa Bo rnase ¢ CLUA B MUp MHOrononspHbIi, B paMKax KOTOpPOro BeAYyWWMU aKTopaMwu
Hapaay ¢ BawwHrtoHom 6yayt lMekuH, MockBa, Hbiwo-Oenwn, TerepaH. B koHeyHOM wuTOreE,
BO3HUKLWMN Ha PpyWHaxX COLMANINCTUUECKOro Jfareps OAHOMOJIIOCHbIA MWUPp MoKa3an CBOK
HecrnocobHOCTb pewnTb MUpOBble Npobnembl, a 3a dacaaom «6opbbbl 3a AeMOKpaTUO» eBpo-
aTNaHTUYEeCKUN MUP NO CYTU yCTaHaBNMBAN KOHTPOJb 3a pecypcaMu v y310BbIMU NyHKTamMu. U
CerogHs noa Mackowm «aeMoKpaTM3auuu» 3anafHbli MUp oNpaBAblBaeT Kak NpPsIMyl0 arpeccuto,
Tak W NOMbITKM KYNbTYpHOW FereMoHuMu B pas3fiMyHbiX paioHax Mupa. OAHMM U3 NpuUMepoB
nogobHoro sasnsetca 6opbba Bokpyr Wpaka, rae noaobHble naen 3anaja Hawnau sipkoe
BonnoweHne. K cnoey, BorHa B [lepcuackoMm 3anumeBe Havasia 1991 r. ctana no MHEHMUIO
Lesioro psga 3KCnepToB NepBbiM KOHMOIMKTOM Mexay obbeAnMHEHHbIM «CeBepoM» U «lOrom».
YKa3zaHHble 06cToATeNbCTBA ONpeAensatoT akTyaibHOCTb NpeACTaB/eHHOW Ha peueH3npoBaHue
CTaTbM, MpeaMeTOM KOTOPOK ABnseTca uaeonormyeckoe obocHoBaHMe 3anagHbiM 6J10KOM
BTOp>XXeHna B Npak B 2003 r. ABTOp CTaBMT CBOMMM 3ajavyamMu NpoaHaanu3mpoBaTb LINPOKUN
cnekTp ¢akTopoB (BHYTPEHHUX, FEOMOSIUTUYECKUX, IKOHOMUYECKUX, KYNbTYPHbIX), KOTOpble
npuvBesn K MHTepBeHUMM 3anaga B Wpak, a Takxke onpeaenuTb NOCNeACTBUS BTOPXEHUSA ANS
COBPEMEHHOro MmMpa, B TOM 4yucne Ang MexAayHapoAHOro npasa.

PaboTta ocHoBaHa Ha npuHUMNAX aHaAn3a W CUHTE3a, AOCTOBEPHOCTU, O6BEKTUBHOCTH,
MeTogonormyeckon 6ason nccneposaHUsa BbICTynaeT CMCTEMHbIM NOAXOA4, B OCHOBE KOTOpPOro
HaxoauTcs paccMoTpeHne obbekTa Kak LenoCTHOro KOMMNeKca B3anMOCBSI3aHHbIX 3/1EMEHTOB.
HayyHasa HOBM3Ha cTaTbM 3akj4vyaeTcs B CaMOW MOCTAHOBKE TeMbl: aBTOP Ha OCHOBe
pa3/InYyHbIX WUCTOYHMKOB CTPEMUTCSH OXapaKTepusoBaTb <«JIOXHbIA MPU3bIB K AeMOKpaTUm»
OTHOCUTENbHO BOEHHON nHTepBeHuun B Npake.

PaccmaTpuBas 6ubnuorpadunyeckmini Cnucok cTaTbW, KakK MO3UTUBHbLIA MOMEHT cneayeTt
OTMETUTb ero MacwTabHOCTb M Pa3HOCTOPOHHOCTb: BCEro CMAMCOK fuMTepaTypbl BKAKO4YaeT B
cebs 20 pas3nMYHbIX WUCTOYHWUKOB W  unUccnenoBaHWW. HeECOMHEHHbIM AOCTOMHCTBOM
peueH3uMpyeMOol CTaTbh ABNSAETCA NpuBeyYyeHne 3apybexxHON aHrnosA3blYHOW NuTepaTypbl, YTO
onpeaenseTcd cCaMOMW MOCTaHOBKOW TeMbl. N3 npuBnekaemMblX aBTOPOM WMCTOYHWKOB YKaXem
npexpae BCEro Ha pasJfiMdyHble OoTdyeTbl, a Takxe CTpaTernto HauumoHasbHOMW 6e30MacHOCTU
CLWA, npeacrtaBfaeHHble B OTKPbITbIX UCTOYHMKax. M3 MCNonb3yeMbiXx MCCneaoBaHWA OTMETUM
Tpyabl A. Oanmonga, A. Cturnunua, T. JoAxa, KOTOpble paccCMaTpuMBaloT pa3siMUyHble acnekTbl
MPaKCKoOro kpmsuca Hadana XXI B. 3ameTtum, uto 6mubnuorpacduns ctatem obnagaeT BaXHOCTbIO
KaK C Hay4YHOW, TakK M C MPOCBETUTE/IbCKON TOYKM 3PEHUs: Mocsie NpoYTEHUS TeKcTa CTaTbu
ynTaTenn MoryTt obpaTuTbCa K APYyruMm MmaTtepuanam no ee Tteme. B uenom, Ha Haw B3rnaj,
KOMM/JEKCHOE WCMNOoSb30BaHMe pa3InyHbIX WMCTOYHUMKOB UM wuccrnepoBaHuin cnocobcTBoBano
pelweHuio CToAWKNX Nnepes aBToOpoM 3a4au.

CTUNb HanNMCcaHWa CTaTbM MOXHO OTHECTU K Hay4YHOMY, C a/ieMeHTaMu ny6amumcTnkm, BMecTe C
TeM AOCTYMHOMY ANS MNOHWMMaHWUSa He TONbKO crneuuanucTaM, HO W LMPOKON 4YUTaTeNbCKOM
ayaAuTopuK, BCEM, KTO MHTEpPECYeTCAa KakK MexXAYHapoAHbIMW OTHOLWEHWSAMU, B LESIOM, TakK U
WHPOPMaUMOHHBIMW BOMHaMM 3anagHblX CTPaH, B 4acTHOCTM. Annensuus K OMNMOHeHTaMm
npeacrtaB/sieHa Ha ypoBHe cobpaHHOW MHGOpMaLUK, NONYYEHHON aBTOPOM B xoae paboTbl Hapg
TEMOWN CTaTbu.

CTpykTypa paboTbl oTnMyaeTca onpeaeneHHON JIOFMYHOCTbIO M NoCNeA0BaTeNbHOCTLIO, B HEWN
MOXHO BblAe/UTb BBEJEHWEe, OCHOBHYIO 4acTb, 3ak/jideHune. B Hadane aBTop onpeaenser
aKTya/lbHOCTb TeMbl, NOKa3blBaeT, YTO XOoTa pexum C. XycceliHa oTAM4ancsad aBTOpUTapm3MOM,
TeM He MeHee 3anagHble 3KkcnepTbl 06bIYHO ynyckanu W3 BMAY paBHOMpPAaBUE MYXUYUH U
XeHWKnH B MWpake, cekynapusaumio un Apyrue pgemokpatTmyeckume npoueccol. B paboTe
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nokasaHo, u4TO «nporpamMma pAgemokpaTtusaumn B Wpake cnyxuna dacagom ana 6onee
rnyboknx cTpatermnyeckux uenemn, 6yab 10 cBA3aHHble C HEPTbIO, FreONOIUTUYECKNM BIIMSHUEM
MW BHYTPEHHEN NonnTukon». OueHnBas pesysbTaTbl BTOPXeHUS 3anagHon koanuumu B Mpak,
aBTOp CrnpaBeA/iMBO OoTMeYaeT HeobxoAMMOCTb MpUAAHUA aMepUKaHCKOW BHELWHEeNW nonnTuke
B3BELEHHOCTU: «BMECTO OAHOCTOPOHHWUX AEWCTBUW cneayeT UCMONb30BaTb MHOMOCTOPOHHWI
NoAX0JA, YYUTbIBAOLWMNIA MHTEPECHI M TOUKN 3PEHUA APYTUX CTPaH».

FNaBHbIM BbIBOAOM CTaTbW SIBASIETCS TO, 4YTO <«KpalHe BaXHO, 4YTo6bl CTpaHbl CTPEMUAUCH
pa3pewaTb KOHPANKTbI MUPHBIMW CpeACTBaMU, CTaBUTb BO rfaBy yrna 6narononyyuve nwoaemn um
npoaBuraTb AeMoKpaTuyeckme npuHUMnbl 6e3 CKpbITbIX MOTUBOB>.

MpeactaBneHHas Ha peueH3MpoOBaHMe CTaTbs MOCBSWEHa aKTyajlbHOW TeMe, HanucaHa Ha
AHINMIACKOM A3blke, cHabXxeHa pUCYHKOM, BbI30BeT YMTaTe/lbCKMN UHTEpec, a ee MaTepuanbl
MOryT 6bITb MCNOMb30BaHbI Kak B y4ebHbIX Kypcax, Tak U B paMkax dopMupoBaHusa cTpatermi
POCCUNCKO-NPAKCKUX OTHOLLUEHUN.

B 1O Xe BpeMs Kk cTaTbe eCTb 3aMe4yYaHus:

1) Bubnuorpaduns ctaTbM p[osKHaA ObITb NpuMBeAeHa B COOTBETCTBME C TpeboBaHUSMMU
XXypHasna, B Hee TakXe MOXHO A06aBUTb TpyAbl POCCUACKUX aBTOPOB.

2) Heob6x04MMO YTOUYHUTbL, KaKoe MecTo No 3anacam HedTU B MMpe 3aHMMaeT Mpak.

3) YuTtaTtensam 6bi10 6bl MHTEPECHO Y3HaTb, KakuMe ceWyac B3rnsAbl Ha BTOpXeHue B WMpak
MMEITCA B aMEPUKAHCKOW NONUTUYECKON anuTe.

Mocne wucnpaBneHUs YyKasaHHbIX 3aMeyaHWIr CcTaTbss MoOXeT 6blTb pekoMeHAOBaHa Ans
nyénnkaumm B XypHane «Mmposas nonmTnuka».
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