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AHHOTALUA
CarneeBa Dmxersi3 Pugarosna

Omnowenusn CLIA u @panyuu (2001-2016 2.2.)

1. Ctpykrypa 1 00beM IMILIOMHOM padoThI.

JuruioMHast paboTa COCTOMT M3 OrJiaBieHHs, pedepara JUIIOMHON PabOTHI,
BBEJICHUSI, TPEX IJIaB, BOCEMb pa3JIeJIOB 3aKIIOYEHUS, CIKCKA HCIOJIb30BAHHOM
mutepatypbl. OOmmii  o6bem paboThl coctaBisieT 52  crpaHunbl.  CHUCOK
UCIOJIb30BAHHOM JIUTEPaTyphl 3aHUMAET 6 CTPAHUIL U BKIIIOYAET 63 MO3UIIMH.

2. IlepevyeHb KJII04€BbIX CJIOB.

CIIA, ®PAHIUA, TEPPOPU3M, EC, AJIbJAHC, AMEPUKAHO-
OPAHIIY3CKHUE OTHOIEHNA.

3. Tekcr pedepara.

Obvexm uccnedoanus — aMepUKaHO-(PPAHITY3CKHUE OTHOLICHUS;

IIpeomem uccneoosanus — ornomenusi CLLIA u ®pannuu B 2001-2016 rr.

Llenv pabomwvl — ONpeNeNUTh OCHOBHBIC HAINpPABICHUS Pa3BUTHS OTHOIICHUIM
CIIA u ®paHuuu B yKa3aHHBIN IEPUO.

Memoovl uccnedosanus. B paboTe HCHONB30BaHBl OOIIEHAYYHBIE METOJIbI
CUCTEMHOTO, CTPYKTYPHOTO, KOHTEKCTYyaJIbHOIO, KPUTHYECKOrO0 aHajin3a Ha OCHOBE
IPUHITUTIOB OOBEKTUBU3MA U CTPYKTYPHOTO €JIMHCTBA HCCJIENOBATENBCKUX 3a1ady, a
TaKKe€  CHCIUalIbHBbIE  METOJbI:  HMCTOPUYECKHE, METOJl  a0CTparupoBaHUs,
KOHKpETU3AIUH.

Ionyuennvie umoeu u ux Hosuszna. PaboTa sBISETCS OAHOW W3 TEPBHIX B
Oenopycckoii mcTopuorpaduy IMOMBITOK KccnenoBanuss otHomeHuin CIIA u
@paHIKK B YKa3aHHBIX XPOHOJIOTHYECKUX paMKaX B MEKIyHAPOTHOM KOHTEKCTE.

Ilpakmuueckas HO8U3HA pabOmMel 3aKIHOYAIOTCI B CHUCTEMHOM H3YYEHUU
orHomeHudt CIJA u ®panuuu B 2001-2016 rr. B pabGote BBISBICHBI MPOOJIEMBI,
OTpeeNsIoNnue HeOOXOAMMOCTh YIITyOJIeHUsl MaHHBIX OTHOIIeHHM. J[aHa oleHka
TEKYIIETO YPOBHSI COTPY/IHUYECTBA U BBISABIICHBI TIEPCIICKTUBBI PA3BUTHS OTHOIICHUIN
ATUX CTPaH.

Jocmoeepnocms  mamepuanos u - pe3yromamos  OUNJIOMHOU — pabomul.
Hcnionp3oBaHHbIE MaTepuaidbl M Pe3yJbTaThl JUIUIOMHOW pabOTHI  SBIISIFOTCS
noctoBepHbIMH. PaboTa BhITIOIHEHA CAMOCTOSITENIBHO.

Pexomenoayuu no ucnonvsoeanuro pezyiomamos pabomoel. Pe3ynbTaThl
paboThl MOTYT OBITh MCIOJIB30BaHBI JJISl JAJIBHEHIIETO MCCICAOBAHMS CHEIU(DUKU
otHouenunii CIITA u ®@paHunu, npu NOArOTOBKE aHATIMTUYECKUX MaTEPUATIOB.



ANNOTATION
Sagdeeva Ejegyz Rifatovna

Relations between the USA and France (2001-2016)

1. Structure and scope of the thesis.

The thesis consists of a table of contents, an abstract of the thesis, an
introduction, three chapters, eight sections, the conclusion, a list of used literature.
The total amount of work is 52 pages. The list of used literature takes 6 pages and
includes 63 entries.

2. List of keywords.

USA, FRANCE, TERRORISM, EU, ALLIANCE, AMERICAN-FRENCH
RELATIONS.

3. The text of the abstract.

The object of this research is the US-French relations.

The subject of this research is the relations of the USA and France in 2001-
2016.

The purpose of the work is to determine the main directions of the development
of relations between the USA and France in this period.

Methods of research. The general scientific methods of systemic, structural,
contextual, critical analysis based on the principles of objectivity and structural unity
of research problems, as well as special methods: historical, abstraction,
concretization method are used in the work.

The results obtained and their novelty. The work is one of the first attempts in
Belarus' historiography to study US-French relations in the above-mentioned
chronological framework in an international context.

The practical novelty of the work consists in the systematic study of the
relations of the USA and France in 2001-2016. The paper identifies the problems that
determine the need for deepening these relations. An assessment of the current level
of cooperation is given and prospects for the development of relations between these
countries are revealed.

Reliability of materials and the results of the thesis. The materials used and the
results of the thesis are reliable. The work was done independently.

Recommendations for using the results of work. The results of the work can be
used to further study the specifics of relations between the US and France, in the
preparation of analytical materials.



