Konekc, ocHOBBIBasiCh Ha YETKOM YOEXKJIEHUH B TOM, UTO HE POJIMBIIUIACS Ye-
JIOBEK HE MOXKET CIIYXKUTh «MaT€pHUATIOM» JJIsI NPOBEACHUS MEIMIIMHCKHX
MaHunysanuil. Ciaeayer HayaTh M3YyYEHHE JIPYTOro MCTOYHUKA CTBOJIOBBIX
KJIETOK: KPOBb M3 IYIIOYHOIO KaHATUKA HOBOPOKIAEHHOIO, 3aKOHOAATEIBbHOE
3aKperieHne KOTOPOro MOoBJIEUEeT 32 cOOOM TakKe IENbIH Psii BOIIPOCOB, KO-
TOpble HEOOX0AUMO OyAeT pemuTh: 1) co3ganue OaHKOB CTBOJIOBBIX KJIETOK;
2) IOCTYITHOCTh IAaHHOM YCIIyTH; 3) oXpaHa TakuX OAHKOB U IpYyTHE.

Takum oOpazoM, HccleoBaHUE CTBOJIOBBIX KieTOK B Pecnybnuke bena-
PYCh MOXET CTaTh PEUIEHUEM MHOXECTBA MEIMIIMHCKHX BOIPOCOB, HO B TO
e BpeMs MOPOAUT Psii MPaBOBBIX MPOOJIEM, HEAOCTATOUHOE U3yUYEHUE KOTO-
pBIX OyZleT UMETh KaTacTpoOpUUECKUE MOCIEACTBUS: MPEBPAIICHHE UCITOJIb30-
BaHUA OMOTEXHOJOTMH B YMCTO KOMMEPYECKUW HMHCTUTYT, Mpe-CleyIouui
JUIIb MAaTEPUAJIBHBIE €M MHOT/AA BO BpEX 3J0POBbIO YEJIOBEKA; UCIOJbB30-
BAHHE TAKMX MCTOYHUKOB CTBOJIOBBIX KIETOK, KOTOPbIE MPOTUBOPEYAT HPAB-
CTBEHHBIM B3IJISI1aM JIFOJIEH U T.1I.
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INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION OF BELARUS
IN OVERCOMING THE CONSEQUENCES
OF THE CHERNOBYL DISASTER

Makhnach E. M. — acn. (anrJ. 13.), Hay4. pyK. G. P. Savchenko

The present paper is devoted to the analysis of international cooperation of
Belarus in overcoming the consequences of the Chernobyl disaster.

The topicality of this theme is obvious, because, firstly, such a unique
experience of international cooperation may be used by other countries facing
the devastating impact of the emergency situations caused by man-made
disasters and wars. Secondly, Belarus continues its efforts in drawing
attention of the international community to eliminating the consequences of
the Chernobyl accident stressing the validity of the adoption by the General
Assembly the resolutions with recommendations to states and UN specialized
agencies. Finally, international aid received by Belarus is an important
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component of the effective minimizing the consequences of the Chernobyl
disaster and the restoration of normal and safe life in the affected areas.

It should be mentioned that the international cooperation of Belarus in
overcoming consequences of the Chernobyl disaster is a unique interaction on
the world arena, because it presents a kind of partnership of a rather wide
range of foreign policy actors — national governments, international organiza-
tions, public associations and charitable institutions — in diverse spheres of
collaboration. As a result, the Chernobyl issue is a special aspect of the
Belarusian foreign policy and diplomacy.

It is known that the UN mechanism in mitigating the effects of the
Chernobyl disaster is a three-element instrument, which consists of the
established international law framework ensuring multilateral cooperation in
this field, specially organized agencies for the coordination of the issues, and
plans and programs of multilateral settlement the developed within the UN
system.

It is clear from the observations made that Belarus actively cooperates with
the international organizations in mitigating the consequences of the
Chernobyl accident, with the largest scale interaction with the IAEA, UNDP,
UNICEF, UNESCO and WHO.

The results obtained show that in bilateral relations of Belarus on
Chernobyl issues the partnership is developed with the traditional donor
countries, which focus on global issues and are interested in the effects of
radiation on population because of the large proportion of the use of the
nuclear energy in their economies.

According to the investigation conducted, among the European countries
the most wide scaled formation of partnerships in mitigating the effects of the
Chernobyl disaster is conducted with Germany and Switzerland, and in North
America region — with the United States and Canada.

Comparing the countries of the above mentioned regions, it should be
noted that the United States and Canada develop cooperation on Chernobyl
issues exclusively between non-governmental organizations, with Germany
mainly through the activities of charitable organizations. This situation is
explained by politicized humanitarian cooperation relations. What concerns
Switzerland it develops partnership through the governmental channels,
because the safety of nuclear power is an important aspect of Swiss policy,
due to the significant weight of nuclear energy in the energy security of the
country.

Speaking on the assessing the problem in the CIS region it should be noted
that cooperation on Chernobyl issues is developing with Russia and the
Ukraine, which suffered from the Chernobyl accident and have common
problems. Cooperation with Russia is actively growing, due to the availability

337



of financial resources from Russia and due to the establishment of the coordi-
nating mechanism of this interaction — the Union State. A degree of intensity
of the interaction between Belarus and the Ukraine could be explained by the
position of these states on the international arena as recipients of international
ald on Chernobyl issues. Thus, a policy of receiving the international
assistance leads to the lack of real actions in bilateral relations on the part of
these countries, despite the existence of several agreements. However, the two
countries actively support each other in drawing the world's attention to the
problem of minimizing the consequences of the Chernobyl accident.

In conclusion, it should be said that international cooperation of Belarus in
overcoming the consequences of the Chernobyl disaster, which consists of the
bilateral and multilateral collaboration, represents a unique type of inter-
national interaction, the experience of which could be used by other countries,
facing the devastating consequences of the man-made disasters.

JANHAMUKA OCYXAEHUA NTHOCTPAHHBIX I'PAXKIAH
N JINI BE3 I'PAXKJJAHCTBA HA TEPPUTOPUUA
PECHHYBJIMKH BEJAPYCH B IEPUO/I C 2004 11O 2010 I'O/L,

SA. I1. MupoHoBuY — cTYA. 4 K., Hay4. pyk. B. B. Mapuyk

[Tpexne, yem mepei Ty K pe3yabTaTaM 0000IIeHNs CTATUCTUKU, CTOUT T0-
SCHUTh HEKOTOpBbIE OCOOCHHOCTH MOHATHIHOTO armapara, HCIOJIb3yeMOTO
npH KJIacCuPUKaUU CyaeOHON CTAaTUCTUKH OTHOCUTEIIFHO HHOCTPAHIIEB.

He coBcem MOHATHO cojepaHue Moarpadbl «OCyKIEHHBIE OTHOWU W3
ctpan CoapyxectBa HeszaBucumbix [Nocymapcts» (manee — CHI'), kakue
MMEHHO JIMIIa Tyaa BXoasT (3To rpaxaane crpan-ydactHul; CHI' u nuna 6e3
rpaXIaHCTBA U MHOCTPAaHHBIE TpaxkaaHe, Wiu 370 TpaxnaHe ctpadn CHI u
MOCTOSTHHO TaM MPOXKUBAIOIIUE JHla 0e3 TpakaaHcTBa W T.1.). JlormdHo
MPEOIOKNTh, BCE, KTO OBUT OCYKIEH U UMEN TPakIaHCTBO OAHOW m3 10
ctpaH, Bxoasamux B coctaB CHI' (ectectBenno 0e3 yuera PecyGinuku bena-
pYCh), OBLITH TyAa BKIIOUEHBI, BO3MOKHOCTh OTHECCHHS TyJa M JHI] 0e3 Tpa-
’KJTaHCTBA, MTOCTOSTHHO TMPOKUBAIOIINX HA TePpUTOpHH cTpaH-ydacTHUI CHI,
TaK)Ke HE UCKIIOUeHa. 3HAYUT, B OArpady «MHOCTPaHHBIE TPakIaHe» OymIyT
BKJTFOUEHBI JIMI[A, MPUHAAISKAIINE K MOAAHCTBY JIPYroro rocyAapcTBa WM
UMEIOIINE TPaXIaHCTBO HHOTO TOCYAApCTBA, 3a HCKIIOYEHHUEM TpaKiaaH
ctpan-y4yactaull CHI™ u nmir 6e3 rpak1aHcTBa, MOCTOSTHHO MPOKMBAIOIINX HA
tepputopun crpan CHI'.

OtnenbHO B rpade «I'pakaHcTBO» BblAeneHa noarpada «inia 6e3 rpax-
JAHCTBa», COJEPKaHUE KOTOPOM TaK»Ke HECKOJIbKO «TyMaHHO». OHAKO, eCTh
OCHOBaHHUS MOJAaraTh, 4TO pa3 Mo MPaBOBOMY IMOJIOKEHUIO JTUIA O€3 rpak/1aH-
CTBa, MOCTOSTHHO TpoxkuBatonie B PecnyOnmke bemapych, mpupaBHEHBI K
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