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The purpose of the article is to identify the role and importance of international
tourism in the process of the dialogue of cultures. The research methodology is based
on the application of general scientific methods, as well as activity-based and system-
based approaches, which made it possible to study scientific publications on this issue.
The scientific novelty lies in the analytical evaluation of the role and importance of
international tourism in the process of intercultural dialogue. In particular, it is emphasized
that international tourism in today’s globalized world is becoming one of the most effective
ways of expanding the interaction of the representatives of different cultures, a practical
method of principles of the cooperation at the international level. Conclusions. International
tourism, as a peculiar means of human inculturation, clearly demonstrates the dominant
features of contemporary world processes, including multiculturalism, mass displacement
of people, creation of new cultural communities, cultural integration and mobility. These
processes not only make possible regular contacts between the representatives of different
cultures, but also determine the features of intercultural communication. Effectively
responding to rapid social changes, constantly increasing human needs, offering new ways
to meet them, international tourism becomes both a factor and a kind of intercultural
communication, a form and means of dialogue between cultures. International tourism
effectively implements the function of interpersonal communication, the interaction of
carriers of certain cultural values and ideological stereotypes. International tourism builds
relationships of trust and understanding, coordinates the shared values of different cultural
communities, and, therefore, is a tool for establishing the dialogue between cultures. The
above mentioned allows us to state that the effectiveness of international tourism, which
today is perceived not only as a way of providing leisure activities of a person, but involves
relaxation and self-realisation of an individual, his adaptation to the changing realities of
the world.

Keywords: culture; dialogue of -cultures; international tourism; intercultural
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Introduction

The White Paper on Intercultural Dialogue “Living together in equality and
dignity”, approved by the Council of Europe Ministers of Foreign Affairs at their
118™ Ministerial Session (Strasbourg, 7 May 2008), emphasizes that “the dem-
ocratic governance of cultural diversity should be adapted in many aspects; in-
tercultural competences should be taught and learned; spaces for intercultural
dialogue should be created and widened; and intercultural dialogue should be
taken to the international level” ("Bila knyha", 2010, p. 4). The recognition of
the importance of the cultural interaction, which would facilitate the dialogue
between the peoples based on the understanding of the role of culture in the
life of each nation and world civilization, generally demonstrates the under-
standing of the irreversibility of most of the dominant sense guidelines and
principles of the functioning of various cultures in the globalized world. The
formation of the latter is less due to the social and political transformations
than to the active actions of people, in particular their free movement, which,
though pursuing different goals at different times, has always contributed to
the discovery of new lands and knowledge of the cultures of other peoples.

Complex and contradictory relations between nations in the contempo-
rary world require the search for adequate means of motivating people’s cog-
nitive interests as a stimulus to preserve cultural and historical heritage, solve
cross-cultural conflicts, and create a positive image of the country and its pop-
ulation in the world. Not the least role in this is played by international tourism
as a kind of means of human inculturation, a specific form of the organization
of social and cultural reality.

The importance of international tourism in the process of cultural di-
alogue is confirmed by the expansion of the range of scientific research in
the framework of turismology — a science that studies various aspects of
tourism, in particular social and cultural, and is considered to be one of the
promising areas of theoretical research. Philosophers, sociologists, cultur-
ologists and representatives of other fields of knowledge study tourism not
only as an element of communication, including international N. Bereznitck-
aia (1999), S.Bogdanova (2005), A. Lyzin, (2005), E. Moshniaga (2011), but
also as a tool for dialogue of cultures and civilizations, as a way of cultural
interaction in the contemporary world O. Alkhutov (2009); L. Apanasiuk
(Apanasiuk & Egorova, 2017), O. Kostriukova (2012), etc. Thus, N. Bereznitck-
aia (1999) carried out a cultural analysis of the communicative potential of
tourism, which gave the author the opportunity to consider tourism as a form of
communication. S. Bogdanova (2005) considered specific communication tech-
nologies in tourism. A. Lyzin (2005) in her work discovered and characterized
the features of intercultural communication. E. Moshniaga (2011) identified
the main regularities of the development of intercultural communication in the
system of international tourism and the features of their manifestation in the
context of globalization and opposing trends to preserve cultural diversity and
dialogue of cultures. The work of A. Alkhutov (2009) is associated with the cul-
tural analysis of trends in the development of cultural tourism, studying it as
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a “mechanism” that stimulates the formation of the intercultural interaction,
which affects the creative abilities of a person, using it as a form of “people’s
diplomacy”. O. Kostriukova (2012) studied tourism as an effective tool for the
dialogue of cultures and civilizations in the contemporary world. L. Apanasiuk
(Apanasiuk & Egorova, 2017) studied the international tourism activities in the
development of the intercultural communication, O. Kostriukova (2012) stud-
ied tourism as an effective tool for the dialogue of cultures and civilizations in
the contemporary world.

Purpose of the article

The purpose of the article is to identify the role and importance of interna-
tional tourism in the process of the dialogue of cultures.

The research methodology is based on the application of general scientific
methods, as well as activity-based and system-based approaches, which made
it possible to study the scientific publications on this issue.

Main research material

Communication across cultures has been understood by various research-
ers at different times as a way of preserving cultural diversity, overcoming the
tragic incompatibility of cultures as a means of world culture formation and
establishment of the internationalism. In particular, M. Bakhtin considers it
as a form of communication between different cultures, stating that “culture
exists there, where there are two (at least) cultures”, and further: “the self-con-
sciousness of a culture is a form of its being on its borders with other culture”
(Bibler, 1991, p. 85). In fact, all of M. Bakhtin’s reflections on culture, as em-
phasized by V. Bibler (Bibler, 1991), have a single meaning (idea) — dialogue,
and all reflections on a dialogue also have one meaning (idea) — culture (Osad-
chii, 2001). Dialogism in the context of culture (being of culture ... the meeting
of cultures ... mutual understanding of cultures), according to V. Bibler, is an
almost universal phenomenon, an ontological basis, and the “dialogic fabric of
the human life” — when culture is fully developed in interaction, it returns to its
“borders” and then re-enters into interaction (Osadchii, 2001).

Taken into consideration that any culture is both a carrier of a system of
values that have a general civilizational meaning and a system of values that
have a specific colouring, when the two cultures meet in dialogue, these value
systems do not merge and do not mix, each retains its unity and open integrity,
while mutually enriching, forming an unsurpassed background of world cul-
ture. Despite this, due to the blurring of the traditional boundaries and mixing
of the values of different cultures, individual nations may find themselves (and
it is happening now) in a situation where they have to abandon, at least partial-
ly, their moral and ethical norms extrapolated from the past. This is especially
true of irrational/pre-rational taboos and rituals, which can be considered to-
day as archaism or a sign of backwardness. The rejection of standards itself is
not a sign of degradation. An existential sense of freedom of the Other and love
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alone is enough - they open up knowledge about the Other, and therefore in
this case it becomes clearer what actions in the society are not agreed with the
principles of freedom and love in other cultures. This refusal is only the result
of the implementation of the universal principles of freedom, and in the state
understanding — of democracy in the current view.

V. Bibler, the developer of the doctrine of the dialogue of cultures, noted:
“The cultures of Europe, Asia, and America “crowd” in the same consciousness;
they cannot be placed on the “ascending” line (“higher - lower, better-worse”).
The simultaneity of different cultures strikes the eye and mind, becomes a real
phenomenon of an everyday life of a contemporary man. At the same time,
there is a strange combination of historical, ethnographic, archaeological, art
studies, and semiotic forms of the understanding and definition of culture”
(Bereznitckaia, 1999, p. 222). This, according to V. Mezhuiev, is the wisdom of
our time, that is, in “recognizing each culture’s right to independent existence,
in upholding the principle of equality of all cultures, which excludes not only
any culture-centrism, but also any claim to spiritual leadership on the part of
a separate culture” (Gekhinskii, 2018).

The role of retransmitters of foreign cultural experience, as well as the
means of forming the readiness of different cultures to its acceptance or re-
jection, is better performed by direct contacts between the peoples of various
countries, in particular those involved in the mass tourism industry. It is mass,
or rather international tourism that makes it possible to understand the ex-
istence of different nations and the specifics of their cultural and historical
heritage, which potentially becomes one of the most important means of pro-
moting understanding, trust and goodwill among the peoples of the world. That
is why the researchers define responsibility, tolerance, rejection of violence,
trust, openness to participation, peace, the idea of cultural equivalence and the
principle of hospitality as the ethical aspects of the dialogue of cultures, which
becomes the basis of the “I-Other” relations (Nazarenko, 2003, p. 2).

Throughout the history of mankind, mass travel has always accelerated
the processes of economic and cultural interaction, as well as intensified the
cross-cultural communication, contributing to the integration and interpen-
etration of cultures, self-improvement and self-realisation of individuals, the
establishment of trusting relationships, mutual understanding and tolerance
between representatives of different societies. Especially when, according to
J. Huizinga, the author of the concept of Homo ludens, “the legitimacy of the
“friend — or enemy” approach is rejected and the claims of one’s own people
are not accepted as the highest norm” (Huizinga, 2011, p. 137). Therefore,
tourism performs not only recreational, but also an important humanizing
and integrating function, forming certain fundamental basis of global solidar-
ity (Slobodeniuk, 2003, p. 3). It is no accident that tourism is understood as
a factor of humanization of relations between the peoples (E. Slobodeniuk),
the dialogue of cultures (O. Kostriukova), the method of interaction of cultures
(A. Alkhutov), a practical method of elaboration of principles for cooperation
at the international level (A. Karamasheva), the mediator in the intercultur-
al and interpersonal communication (A. Korzhanova), the factor of synergy of

108



THEORY AND HISTORY OF CULTURE
ISSN 2410-1915 (Print) « Culture and Arts in the Modern World. Issue 21 « ISSN 2616-423X (Online)

cultures (Ya. Liubyvyi), a natural way for the building of bridges and the rap-
prochement of cultures (T. Rifai), significative modality of social and cultural
change (M. Budko), etc. This vision of tourism, and this is fully applied to the
international tourism, reveals its ability to be a means of forming a dialogue
between cultures, a means of interaction between different cultural worlds that
seek a common development of the global informative and communicative civ-
ilization.

Monologue, dialogue and polylogue are the possible ways of organizing
the intercultural communication in tourism (Kuzmina, 2005). In the context
of a monologue, tourist resources are exploited without taking into account
local specifics and attempts to familiarize guests with the peculiarities of lo-
cal culture. Dialogue provides an opportunity to understand the diversity of
the world, and also through the comparison with the other cultures to better
understand and explore your own culture. However, sometimes the result of
a dialogue can be a conflict of cultures, which occurs as a reaction to the other
unusual traditions and rules of behaviour. Under the condition of a polylogue,
several cultures are involved in the interaction, and the situational character
and spontaneity of such communication contributes to a kind of mutual rep-
lication of their values. These three methods of intercultural communication
can occur at the ethnic, national, and civilizational levels (Kuzmina, 2005). An
example of the cultural interaction at the ethnic level is ethnographic tourism,
the purpose of which is to familiarize with the distinctive features of the local
entities, the national level is represented by the international tourism (Kuzmi-
na, 2005), which is actually becoming a form of the dialogue between cultures.

As one of the most important fundamental forms of mass intercultural
contacts, which implies the involvement of various segments of the popula-
tion, international tourism not only expands the number of channels of cultur-
al communication, but also forms the basis of productive relations and mutual
understanding between cultures (Solianyk, 2004). And by preserving cultural
identity and individuality, it contributes to the mutual enrichment of cultures.
So, tourism as a dialogical form of meeting of cultures, on the one hand, contrib-
utes to the activation and deepening of the cultural awareness and self-iden-
tification of the traveller, and on the other — leads to the mutual enrichment
of cultures through the exchange of original cultural experiences, which in the
methodological context resonates with the statement of M. Bakhtin about the
result and consequences of the dialogue. According to the researcher, this is
a synthesis, merging of different points of view or positions into one common,
mutual enrichment of different cultures as long as preserving its own culture
(Bakhtin, 1986, p. 360).

Undoubtedly, the contemporary globalized world is difficult to imagine
without the direct interaction of the representatives of different cultures.
Cultural dialogue is the most universal principle that ensures the self — de-
velopment of cultures in space and time, which, in its turn, are the product of
the dialogue - interaction, communication of people and cultures — inter alia,
through international tourism. It is the latter that allows different cultures to
assert themselves, declare their value dominants, and also compare and corre-
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late them with the others. At the same time, the dialogue of cultures as an in-
tercultural communication is primarily understood as interpersonal communi-
cation, since it is a space for perception and understanding of attractors of the
representatives of the local cultures and is implemented exclusively at the in-
terpersonal level. It is no accident that E. Hall, an American anthropologist and
cross-cultural researcher, considering culture a kind of iceberg, where the most
important parts of culture are “under water”, and the obvious — “above water”,
argues that a full knowledge of culture can occur only through direct contact
with this culture or through interpersonal interaction (Bezuglova, 2014). It is
at the interpersonal level of communication that the carriers of certain cul-
tural values and world-view stereotypes meet, with the help of which a person
perceives the surrounding realities, formulates goals and chooses appropriate
patterns of behaviour. The coincidence of attractors becomes the basis for the
dialogue development, as a result of which various dialogical situations arise at
the personal and inter-ethnic levels — from complete denial to complete per-
ception or selective choice of values, norms, customs and traditions of another
culture.

Thus, international tourism, which has the ability to change significant-
ly both social and cultural priorities, actually forms the skills necessary for
Homo viator to coordinate interests with the representatives of other cultural
worlds during inclusion in the processes of consolidated activities. “...People
must learn to move beyond culture and adapt it to the era and to their own
biological organism”, that is, a person needs the experience of other cultures
just as any culture “requires interaction with other cultures in order to survive”
(Elbeshauser, 2012, pp. 26-27). As a result of the international travelling, Homo
viator forms a new way of world perception and attitude, important features of
which are tolerance, cosmopolitanism, internationalism, readiness and loyalty
to meet with another culture, intercultural competence, and so on, which play
a significant role in the formation of the dialogue of cultures.

“...social and integrating mechanisms of mutual involvement of people —
love, participation, friendship, solidarity, sacrifice, the desire for unity, etc.
(...), spatial attraction, the desire to travel, overcome borders, preserve and
share with each other memories, knowledge, experience” ( ... ) are best dis-
played in the international tourism, and this, in V. Ionesov’s opinion, in ad-
dition to all the above, contributes to “overcoming ontological alienation and
generic anthropological disunity” (Ionesov, 2012). Therefore, the tourism at the
interpersonal level can be understood as dialogical in its nature form of meet-
ing of cultures, which, as noted above, deepens the processes of self-awareness
and identity of the traveller, and, on the other hand, — promotes the exchange
between different cultural systems, and, accordingly, the acquisition by their
representatives of various authentic cultural experiences.

Therefore, tourism today - as a reflexive form of interaction, partly the
one that is distant from everyday life and covers different segments of the
population regardless of social status, age, education — this is actually a new
mass form of communication in space and time, which forms the basis of the
dialogue of cultures. The latter creates a new sociocultural reality, which com-
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bines the ethnic and national traditions of various social communities, the
boundaries between the peculiarities of their existence are blurred - the inter-
culture appears.

Conclusions

International tourism is an integrative phenomenon, a peculiar means of
human inculturation, a specific form of the organization of sociocultural reality.
International tourism clearly demonstrates the dominant features of contem-
porary world processes — globalization, informatization and related phenome-
na — multiculturalism, mass displacement of people, creation of new cultural
communities, extraterritoriality, hospitality, freedom, cultural integration and
mobility, which, in fact, make possible regular contacts between the represent-
atives of different cultures and determine the features of intercultural commu-
nication in the current circumstances. The basis for the increased activity of
international tourism and the realisation of its communicative potential is the
intention of the need for hospitality, the expansion of its borders and forms. Ef-
fectively responding to rapid social changes, constantly growing human needs,
and offering new ways to meet them, international tourism becomes both a fac-
tor and a kind of intercultural communication, a form and means of dialogue
between cultures.

The dialogue of cultures is primarily interpersonal communication, inter-
action of carriers of certain cultural values, world-view stereotypes, through
which a person perceives the surrounding realities. This function is realized
in the best way by international tourism, which is a factor in the expansion
of channels and development of intercultural communication, which through
social interaction at the individual and group levels contributes to effective
globalization, forms relationships of trust and understanding, coordinates the
shared values of various cultural communities, and therefore is a tool for estab-
lishing a dialogue between cultures.

The prospects for further research in the sphere of international tourism
are to find out the main directions and forms of its influence on the national
culture and on this basis to develop specific proposals for improving the sys-
tem of its development, as well as making appropriate recommendations for
strengthening of cultural policy in Ukraine.
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MI)KHAPO,I[HI/Iﬁ TYPU3M K ®OPMA 1 3ACIB JAIAJIOT'Y KVJIBTVYP
Kpacoscbkuii Cepriit OekcaHIpOBUY
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Kuiscokutl HayioHanvHUll yHigepcumem KyJaiemypu i Mucmeyms,
Kuis, Ykpaina

Merta cTaTTi — BUSIBUTU POJIb i 3HAUEHHS MIKHApPOLHOIO TypuU3My Yy Ipolieci giajory
KyJIbTyp. MeTOLO/OrisT NOCTiIKeHHSI I'PYHTYETbCS Ha 3aCTOCYBaHHI 3aralbHOHayKOBUX
METO/IiB, a TaKOX [isZTbHICHOTO Ta CUCTEMHOTO ITiXOMiB, SIKi Aajay 3MOTY OMpalfoBaTu
HaykoBi myb6umikaii 3 o3HaueHOi mpo6memu. HaykoBa HOBM3HA TIOMSITAE Y aHATITUIHOMY
OL[iHIOBaHHi pOJIi i 3HAUEHHS MDXKHAPOLHOTO TYPU3MY Y IPOLIeci fialory KyabTyp. 30KpeMa,
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HaroJIouieHo, M0 MKHAPOIHUI TYpU3M y CyuacHOMY IVI06aIi30BaHOMY CBIiTi CTA€ OIHUM
i3 Haibinpmr edeKTUBHMX CIIOCOOIB PO3IMIMPEHHS B3a€MOAil MpPeNCTaBHUKIB Pi3HUX
KYJAbTYDP, TPAKTUYHUM METOOM BUPOOJIEHHSI TIPUHIIMITIB CITiBIIpal[i Ha MiKHAPOZHOMY
piBHi. BucHOBKM. MikHApOZHMIT TYypU3M SIK CBOEPiOHMII 3acib iHKyabTYypalii JroauHMu
BUPA3HO [OEMOHCTPYe€ JOMIiHYIOUi O3HakM CydyacHUX CBIiTOBMX TIPOLIECiB, 30Kpema
MYJIbTUKYAbTYpasai3My, MacoOBOTO IepeMillleHHSI JIofell, TBOPEeHHSI HOBUX KyJbTypPHUX
CIiIBHOT, KYJAbTYpHOI iHTerparii ta Mo6inbHOCTI. LIi TIpoliecu He JMie YMOXKIVBITIOIOTh
peryasipHi KOHTAKTY MiX TTPeICTABHUKAMU Pi3HUX KYJIbTYD, a /i BUSHAYAIOTh OCOOIMBOCTI
MDKKYJIBTYPHOI KOMYHiKallii. JlieBo pearyoun Ha IIBUAKOIUIMHHI CYCIiNbHI 3MiHU, TIOCTi/iHO
3pOCTaioui MOTpebu JIIOAVHMU, TTPOTIOHYIOYM HOBi NUISXM iX 3a/I0BOJIEHHS, MiXKHAPOAHUI
TYypU3M CTa€ i UMHHMKOM, i CBOEPIZHUM Pi3HOBUIOM MIKKYJIBTYPHOI KOMYHiKallii,
dopmoro i 3acobom gianory KyabTyp. MiskHapogHuUii TypusM eeKTUBHO peastidye QyHKIIi0
MiKOCOOMCTICHOTO KOMYHIKYBaHHSI, B3a€MOJii HOCIiB TMEBHUX KyJIbTYPHUX IIiIHHOCTEI
i cBiTomsImHUX cTepeoTumiB. MikHapogHMii TypusM QOpMYye BiZHOCMHM [OBipM Ta
B3a€EMOPO3YMiHHS, KOOPAMHYE CIIiIbHI L[IHHOCTI Pi3HUX KYJIbTYPHUX CIIJIBHOT, a BifgTak
€ IHCTpyMEHTOM BCTaHOBJIEHHS JiajoTy MiX KyJabTypaMmu. BullleBukiageHe ga€e MigCcTaBu
CTBEPIKYBATH, 110 e(eKTUBHICTh MIXKHAPOHOTO TYPU3MY, SIKUI CbOTOHI CITPUITMAETHCS
YK€ He JMIle SK CIIoCiO 3abesreveHHs OO3BIUIEBOI MisZTBHOCTI JIIOOVMHM, IIOJSITa€E
i B penakcarii, i B camopeaniszailii iHauBiga, iioro agamnTaliii g0 3MiHIOBaHUX peasiit
OTOYYIOUYOTO CBiTY.

Kntwouosi cnosa: xynbTypa; Aianor KyabTyp; MiKHapOZHWUII TypU3M; MiKKYIbTYpHa
KOMYHiKallisl.

MESKIIYHAPOJITHBIV TYPU3M KAK ®OPMA U CPEJICTBO IMAJIOTA
KVJIbTYP

Kpacosckuii Cepreii AiekCaHAPOBUY

Ilpenodasamen,

ORCID: 0000-0001-9314-7594, krasovskiis@gmail.com,
Kuesckuti HayuoHansHolli yHUBEpcUmem KyJavmypsl U UCKYyccma,
Kues, Ykpauna

Ilesb CTaThyi — BBISIBUTb POJIb ¥ 3HAUEHME MEXKIYHApPOAHOTO Typu3Ma B Ipoliecce
nuajora KyJabTyp. MeTomoorust MCCIeoBaHust OCHOBaHA Ha TPUMeHEeHUY 06IeHayIHbIX
METO/IOB, & TAK)KE IeITeTbHOCTHOTO ¥ CUCTEMHOTO MTOJX0I0B, KOTOPbIE MTO3BOIUIN U3YUUTh
Hay4yHble MyOAMKAIMM MO 0003HAUEHHO! mpobreme. HayuHas HOBM3HA 3aK/IHOYAETCS
B aHaJUTUYECKO) OIl€HKe POy ¥ 3HAueHMs MeKIYyHapOIHOro Typu3Ma B Tpoliecce
IMajora KyJabTyp. B 4acTHOCTH, OTMEUEHO, UTO MEXAYHAPOIHbIA Typu3M B COBPEMEHHOM
m106aMM3MPOBAHHOM MMpE CTAaHOBUTCS OHUM U3 caMbiX 3(GGEKTUBHBIX CITOCOGOB
pacuiMpeHusi B3aMMOMENCTBUSI TIPEICTaBUTeNell pasHbIX KYJIbTYp, MPAKTUUECKUM
METOIOM BbIPaGOTKM MPUHIIMIIOB COTPYIHNUECTBA HA MEKAYHAPOJHOM YPOBHE. BHIBO/BI.
MekayHapOaHbIi TYypuM3M KaK CBOeOGpasHOe CPEeNCcTBO WMHKY/IbTypallMy deloBeKka
OTYETIMBO IEMOHCTPUPYET AOMUHUPYIOIME TPU3HAKM COBPEMEHHBIX MUPOBBIX IIPOIIECCOB,
B YACTHOCTY MYJIbTUKY/IbTYPaaM3Ma, MacCOBOTO MEPeMEeIeHNs TIOfei, CO3MaHuss HOBbIX
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KYJABTYPHBIX COOOIIECTB, KYJIbTYPHOW MHTETpaluu M MOOMIBHOCTU. DTU TIPOIECChI He
TOJIBKO JIeJIAI0T BO3MOXKHBIMMU PETY/ISIPHbIE KOHTAKThI MEKAY MIPEICTABUTESIMY PAa3TNIHbBIX
KYJBTYD, HO U OMpPEEJISIOT 0COOEHHOCTY MEKKY/IbTYPHOI KOMMYHMKAIVK. [[eliCTBEHHO
pearupyst Ha CMIOMUHYTHbIE MU3MEHEeHUs B 00IIeCTBe, TOCTOSTHHO PACTYIIVe MOTPe6HOCTH
yeJioBeKa, rpejijiarasi HoBble IMyTY UX YI0BIeTBOPEHMSI, MEXXTYHAPOIHbII TYyPU3M CTAHOBUTCS
1 (hakTOpOM, U CBOEOOPA3HOI PAa3HOBUIHOCTHIO MEXKY/IBTYPHOV KOMMYHUKALIVIY, GOPMOTi
Y CPe[ICTBOM JIMaJIora Ky/abTyp. MeXXayHapoaHblii Typu3m 3 (GekTUBHO peanusyeT GyHKIINUIO
MEXJIMYHOCTHOTO KOMMYHUIIMPOBAHMSI, B3aMMOMENCTBUSI HOCUTENE OIpeae/leHHbIX
KyJAbTYPHBIX IIEHHOCTEi U MMUPOBO33PEHUYECKUX CTePeOTUIIOB. MeXIyHapOIHbIN
Typu3M (OpMUPYeT OTHOIIEHMSI TOBEpPUS UM B3aMMOTIOHMMAHMS, KOOPAMHUPYET 0OIIue
LIEHHOCTU PAa3IUYHBIX KYJIbTYPHBIX COOOIIECTB, & IIO3TOMY SIBJSIETCSI MHCTPYMEHTOM
YCTAHOBJIEHUS AMANOra MeXAy KyJabTypamMu. BbIIen3noskeHHOe IMMO3BOJSIET YTBEPXKIATh,
4yTO 3¢h(HEKTUBHOCTh MEKIYHAPOISHOTO TypMU3Ma, KOTOPbIi CErOIHS BOCIIPUHMMAETCS y3Ke
He TOJbKO KakK CIIOC06 oOecrieueHust TOCYTOBOM [IesITeIbHOCTY YelOBeKa, 3aKITH0YaeTCsl
U B pejlakcaliuyu, ¥ B camMopeanu3alyM WHAVBUIA, €ro afalTaluy K M3MEHSIOMMCS
peanusiM OKPYKaloliero Mupa.

Kntouesvie cnosa: KymbTypa; IUAOT KyIbTYP; MEKIYHAPOLHbBIN TYPU3M; MEXKKY/IbTYPHAST
KOMMYHUKAIUS.
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