NAXCIVAN DOVLOT

940X

No: 01 2026 : ) M
https://doi.org/10.64400/ea26-01-14 O UNIVERSETETININ
ISSN 2224-5529 2224-0829 2223-5124 2222- QV ELMI OSORLOR JURNALI

CONTRIBUTION OF NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATiONS TO COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT: MECHANISMS AND CONTEXTUAL FACTORS

Vagif MAMMADOV ©
Azerbaijan University of Tourism and Management, Baku, Azerbaijan
*Yazisilan miiadllif: vagifmammadov23@gmail.com

NOSR TARIXi:

Qabul edilmo tarixi:

ABSTRACT
Non-Governmental Organizations play an increasingly important role in advancing sustainable

03.03.2026 community development by addressing socio-economic inequalities, strengthening local
Nosr edilma tarixi: ~ capacities, and complementing state-led interventions. This article examines the strategies,
17.03.2026 challenges, and policy implications of NGO-led community development through a narrative
analytical synthesis of peer-reviewed literature spanning diverse socio-economic and
KEYWORDS: institutional contexts. The study integrates existing theoretical and empirical scholarship to
participatory identify the core mechanisms through which NGOs influence community development
governance, outcomes.
governance The article focuses on participatory engagement, capacity-building processes, social capital

environment, social
capital formation,

formation, and governance conditions as interrelated mechanisms shaping NGO effectiveness.
The findings highlight that NGO interventions are most effective when participatory strategies

institutional are combined with sustained capacity development and embedded within supportive

context, civil institutional and policy environments. At the same time, the study underscores that NGO

society effectiveness is context-dependent, varying systematically across governance settings and

effectiveness socio-economic conditions. By advancing a multidimensional and context-sensitive framework,
the article contributes to the literature by clarifying when and how NGO-led interventions
support sustainable community development and by offering policy-relevant insights for
governments, donors, and civil society organizations.

INTRODUCTION

Non-Governmental Organizations (NGOs) have long been recognized as key actors in advancing
sustainable community development, particularly in contexts where state-led interventions are
constrained by limited institutional capacity, fragmented governance arrangements, or weak
responsiveness to local needs (Ulleberg, 2009). While earlier development literature primarily framed
NGOs as gap-filling service providers, more recent scholarship increasingly conceptualizes them as
governance intermediaries that facilitate participation, mobilize social capital, and mediate
interactions between local communities and formal institutions (Fioramonti & Kononykhina, 2015).
Through interventions spanning education, health, livelihoods, environmental protection, and social
inclusion, NGOs draw upon locally embedded knowledge, trust-based social networks, and
organizational capabilities to address complex and context-specific development challenges.

This reconceptualization of NGO roles has gained prominence alongside global development
agendas that emphasize inclusivity, participation, and sustainability. Within this evolving paradigm,
NGOs are frequently positioned as institutional actors capable of operationalizing participatory and
capacity-building approaches that strengthen community agency and enhance collective problem-
solving. Empirical evidence suggests that development initiatives grounded in participatory processes
and local capacity enhancement are more likely to generate durable outcomes, as they align external
interventions with community priorities, norms, and capabilities (Nikkah & Redzuan, 2010). In this
sense, participation functions not merely as a normative principle, but as a practical mechanism
through which development processes become socially embedded and sustainable over time.

Beyond participation and capacity building, recent studies emphasize the importance of social
capital as a key mediating mechanism linking NGO interventions to long-term development
outcomes. By fostering organizational learning, innovation, and shared missions, NGOs contribute to
the formation of trust, norms of reciprocity, and networks of cooperation within and across
communities. These relational resources enhance collective action, institutional trust, and resilience,
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enabling communities to respond more effectively to socio-economic and environmental change
(Lim, Min, & Berlan, 2023). Consequently, the contribution of NGOs extends beyond project-level
outputs toward more systemic forms of social and institutional transformation.

Despite the growing recognition of these contributions, existing research on NGO-led
community development remains fragmented. A substantial portion of the literature is confined to
sector-specific interventions or single-country case studies, offering limited insight into how NGO
strategies are designed, adapted, and sustained across diverse socio-economic and institutional
contexts (Moreno, Noguchi, & Harder, 2017). Moreover, although the developmental potential of
NGOs is widely acknowledged, comparatively less systematic attention has been devoted to the
structural and institutional constraints—such as funding volatility, restrictive regulatory
environments, and political interference—that condition their effectiveness.

Recent scholarship further highlights that NGO effectiveness cannot be adequately assessed in
isolation from the broader governance and policy environments in which these organizations operate.
Enabling institutional frameworks, multi-stakeholder collaboration, and formalized participation
mechanisms play a decisive role in shaping whether NGO interventions translate into sustainable and
scalable development outcomes (Zhao & Yu, 2024). Where such conditions are absent, NGO
initiatives risk remaining fragmented, short-term oriented, or overly dependent on external resources,
thereby limiting their contribution to long-term community resilience and inclusive development.

Against this backdrop, this study moves beyond summarizing existing literature by integrating
participatory development, capacity-building, social capital, and governance perspectives within a
single analytical framework. Rather than treating NGO effectiveness as universal, the article advances
a conditional understanding that highlights how the outcomes of NGO interventions are shaped by
the interaction between organizational strategies and national and institutional contexts. By
synthesizing evidence across diverse settings, the study contributes a context-sensitive explanation
of when, how, and under what conditions NGO-led community development generates sustainable
outcomes, thereby extending existing scholarship beyond sector-specific or country-bound analyses.

Conceptual and Theoretical Framework of NGO-Led Community Development

This study advances a mechanism-based and context-conditional framework to explain how
NGO-led interventions contribute to sustainable community development. Rather than
conceptualizing NGO effectiveness as a linear or universal outcome of project implementation, the
framework emphasizes the interaction between organizational strategies, intermediate social
mechanisms, and governance environments. In doing so, it positions NGOs as intermediary
institutions operating between local communities and broader political, administrative, and policy
systems.

NGOs as Intermediary Actors: Strategic Inputs and Social Mechanisms

At the core of the framework is the conceptualization of NGOs as intermediary actors that
facilitate development processes by mobilizing participation, strengthening local capacities, and
mediating relationships between communities and formal institutions. NGOs’ strategic inputs
primarily consist of participatory engagement and capacity-building practices, which are treated not
as discrete activities but as mutually reinforcing processes embedded in local social structures.

Drawing on participatory development theory, participation is conceptualized as a functional
mechanism through which local agency, legitimacy, and ownership are generated, enabling
communities to actively co-design and implement development initiatives (Nikkah & Redzuan,
2010). Capacity-building theory complements this perspective by highlighting how NGOs enhance
human, organizational, and institutional competencies—including skills, leadership, organizational
routines, and collective problem-solving capacities—that allow communities to sustain development
gains beyond individual project cycles.

The framework further identifies social capital formation as the central intermediate mechanism
translating NGO strategies into development outcomes. Through repeated interaction, shared
learning, and collaborative problem-solving, participatory and capacity-building interventions
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contribute to the development of trust, shared norms, and networks of cooperation within and across
communities. Organizational learning and innovation within NGOs reinforce this process by aligning
internal missions with community needs and adapting strategies over time. In this sense, NGOs
contribute not only to immediate service delivery but also to the strengthening of the relational
infrastructure necessary for collective action and long-term community resilience.

Governance Environment and Contextual Conditioning of Development Outcomes

A defining feature of the proposed framework is its explicit emphasis on contextual
conditioning. NGO strategies and social capital mechanisms do not operate in institutional vacuums;
rather, their effectiveness is shaped by governance environments, regulatory frameworks, and broader
socio-political conditions. Enabling institutional contexts—characterized by legal autonomy for civil
society, predictable funding arrangements, and institutionalized participation—amplify the capacity
of NGOs to consolidate participatory gains and translate social capital into durable development
outcomes (Fioramonti & Kononykhina, 2015).

Conversely, restrictive regulatory regimes, funding volatility, and political interference
constrain NGOs’ ability to sustain participatory processes and institutionalize development gains,
often limiting impact to short-term or localized effects. In such contexts, NGOs may be compelled to
prioritize compliance-oriented activities over transformative engagement, weakening the long-term
effectiveness of their interventions. Accordingly, governance conditions function as moderating
factors that shape the strength, direction, and durability of the relationship between NGO strategies,
social capital formation, and community development outcomes.

Taken together, the framework proposes an integrated analytical logic in which NGO strategies
(participation and capacity building) generate social capital as an intermediate mechanism, while
governance environments condition the extent to which these mechanisms result in sustainable
community development. This model provides the conceptual foundation for the subsequent analysis
of NGO strategies (Section 3), challenges and limitations (Section 4), and policy implications
(Section 5).

Strategies and Mechanisms of NGO Interventions in Community Development

NGOs employ a diverse and interrelated set of strategies to foster sustainable community
development, with participatory engagement and capacity building constituting the central
operational pillars of their interventions. Participatory strategies emphasize the active involvement of
community members in decision-making processes, project governance, and implementation
structures. Rather than positioning communities as passive beneficiaries, such approaches seek to
reposition local actors as co-producers of development outcomes. This shift is critical for enhancing
local ownership, improving contextual relevance, and reducing long-term dependency on external
resources. Empirical evidence indicates that participatory approaches are particularly effective when
they are grounded in existing social relations, cultural norms, and informal institutions, thereby
embedding development initiatives within local realities and reinforcing their legitimacy (Moreno,
Noguchi, & Harder, 2017).

Capacity-building mechanisms complement participatory engagement by strengthening the
human, organizational, and institutional capabilities required for communities to sustain development
gains over time. NGOs play a central role in delivering training programs, facilitating knowledge
exchange, and supporting the development of local leadership and organizational structures. These
interventions enhance not only technical skills but also collective problem-solving capacity and
institutional resilience, enabling communities to adapt to evolving socio-economic and environmental
conditions. In rural and agricultural contexts, NGO-led capacity-building initiatives have been shown
to improve productivity, resource management practices, and livelihood resilience among
smallholder farmers, particularly when combined with participatory governance arrangements.

Beyond participation and capacity building, NGOs increasingly function as catalysts for social
innovation and organizational learning within community development processes. By fostering
experimentation, encouraging cross-sectoral collaboration, and aligning diverse stakeholders around
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shared missions, NGOs facilitate adaptive and context-sensitive solutions to complex development
challenges. Organizational learning and innovation within NGOs serve as critical transmission
mechanisms through which participatory inputs and capacity-building efforts are transformed into
sustained social capital creation (Chimberengwa & Naidoo, 2020). These dynamics enable
communities to develop trust-based networks, shared norms, and collaborative practices that extend
beyond individual projects.

Importantly, the accumulation of social capital generated through NGO interventions enhances
community resilience by strengthening the ability of local actors to collectively respond to socio-
economic shocks and environmental change. Recent research highlights that community resilience is
not solely a function of material resources, but is also deeply rooted in relational and institutional
capacities cultivated through participatory and innovative practices. In this regard, NGOs contribute
to community development not only by addressing immediate needs, but also by reinforcing the social
and institutional foundations necessary for long-term sustainability.

Taken together, these strategies and mechanisms illustrate that effective NGO-led community
development emerges from the interaction between participation, capacity building, and social
innovation. Rather than operating as discrete interventions, these elements form an integrated process
through which NGOs facilitate locally grounded, adaptive, and resilient development trajectories
across diverse socio-economic and cultural contexts.

Challenges and Limitations of NGO-Driven Community Development

Despite their strategic contributions to sustainable community development, NGO-led
interventions are frequently constrained by a range of structural, institutional, and socio-cultural
challenges that limit both their effectiveness and long-term sustainability. One of the most persistent
constraints is funding instability, often reinforced by short-term project cycles and donor-driven
priorities that emphasize measurable outputs over long-term processes. Such funding structures
undermine continuity, learning, and the consolidation of locally embedded capacities, limiting NGOs’
ability to scale successful initiatives or invest in sustained capacity building (Abiddin, Ibrahim, &
Abdul Aziz, 2022).

Institutional and regulatory barriers further complicate the operational environment of NGOs.
Restrictive legal frameworks, extensive bureaucratic oversight, and political interference can
significantly reduce organizational autonomy and distort development priorities away from
community needs. In contexts characterized by shrinking civic space, NGOs may face constraints on
advocacy, experimentation, and partnership formation, which in turn limits their capacity to generate
durable development outcomes. Empirical evidence also indicates that in more restrictive governance
settings, NGOs tend to adjust their strategies toward compliance-oriented activities, often at the
expense of participatory and transformative approaches (Zhao & Yu, 2024).

Beyond financial and regulatory constraints, socio-cultural dynamics constitute an additional
layer of limitation. Power asymmetries within communities, entrenched gender norms, and varying
levels of trust toward external organizations can inhibit meaningful participation and reduce the
inclusiveness of NGO-led interventions. Where community engagement is shaped by elite capture or
social hierarchies, participatory processes risk becoming symbolic rather than transformative, thereby
weakening local ownership and long-term sustainability (Nikkah & Redzuan, 2010).

Taken together, these challenges underscore the contingent nature of NGO effectiveness.
Rather than functioning as autonomous agents of change, NGOs operate within complex institutional
ecosystems in which outcomes are shaped by the interaction between internal organizational
capacities and external governance conditions. The broader policy environment, regulatory regimes,
and societal structures thus play a critical mediating role in determining whether NGO interventions
translate into durable community development outcomes.

These structural constraints do not operate uniformly across contexts, making it necessary to
examine how national and institutional environments condition NGO effectiveness. Existing
evidence suggests that participatory and capacity-building strategies yield different outcomes
depending on socio-economic structures, governance capacity, and the strength of public institutions.
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In low-income agrarian contexts characterized by limited state presence and high livelihood
vulnerability—such as parts of Bangladesh and rural Zimbabwe—NGOs often function as primary
development intermediaries. In such settings, participatory approaches play a compensatory role by
addressing gaps in public service provision and fostering basic community resilience (Nikkah &.
Redzuan, 2010).

In contrast, in middle-income or transition contexts with relatively stronger institutional
frameworks—such as India or Eastern European countries—NGO interventions tend to be more
effective when aligned with existing governance structures and policy frameworks. Here, NGOs
increasingly operate as complementary actors that facilitate coordination, innovation, and social
capital formation rather than substituting for the state [1, 9, 8]. These contrasts indicate that the core
mechanisms through which NGOs contribute to community development—participation, capacity
building, and social capital formation—are conditionally effective, with outcomes shaped by the
interaction between local institutional capacity and broader policy environments (Anheier, Lang, &
Toepler, 2019).

Policy Implications and Future Directions for Sustainable Community Development

The effectiveness and sustainability of NGO-led community development are not determined
solely by organizational capacity or project design, but by the interaction between NGOs and the
policy, funding, and governance environments in which they operate. Accordingly, policy
implications differ across key stakeholder groups, each of which shapes distinct enabling or
constraining conditions for NGO interventions.

Implications for Governments and Public Authorities

For governments, the findings underscore the importance of creating enabling regulatory and
institutional environments that allow NGOs to operate as long-term development partners rather than
short-term service contractors. In contexts where regulatory frameworks ensure organizational
autonomy, legal clarity, and procedural transparency, NGOs are better positioned to invest in
participatory processes, local capacity building, and institutional learning. Conversely, restrictive
legal regimes and excessive bureaucratic oversight tend to shift NGO behavior toward compliance-
driven, short-term project implementation, undermining sustainability.

Governments can enhance NGO contributions to community development by institutionalizing
participatory governance mechanisms that formally integrate NGOs and community representatives
into planning, implementation, and evaluation processes. Such arrangements are particularly effective
in settings with moderate institutional capacity, where NGOs can complement state action by
translating community-level knowledge into policy-relevant inputs. In practice, this requires clear
role differentiation, co-decision platforms at local and sectoral levels, and predictable funding
mechanisms that support multi-year programming rather than fragmented project cycles.

Implications for Donors and International Development Agencies

For donors, the analysis suggests a need to recalibrate funding models to better align with the
process-oriented nature of sustainable community development. Short-term, output-focused funding
instruments limit NGOs’ ability to support participatory learning, capacity consolidation, and
institutional embeddedness at the community level. Donors operating in low-capacity or fragile
governance contexts should therefore prioritize longer funding horizons, adaptive programming, and
learning-oriented evaluation frameworks.

In addition, donors play a critical role in shaping power relations within multi-stakeholder
partnerships. Funding schemes that recognize NGOs as strategic partners—rather than mere
implementers—can enhance their mediating role between communities and public institutions.
Evidence from the literature on multi-stakeholder partnerships indicates that donor-supported
collaboration is most effective when accountability mechanisms extend beyond upward reporting to
include downward accountability toward communities. Practically, this implies integrating
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community feedback systems and participatory monitoring requirements into donor-funded
programs.

Implications for NGOs and Civil Society Organizations

For NGOs themselves, the findings highlight the importance of investing in organizational
learning, adaptive capacity, and internal governance systems. NGOs operating across diverse socio-
economic and institutional contexts must move beyond standardized project models toward flexible
strategies that are responsive to local conditions. Strengthening internal learning processes enables
NGOs to adapt participatory and capacity-building strategies as contexts evolve.

Moreover, NGOs increasingly need to develop digital and data-related capabilities to enhance
transparency, coordination, and evidence-based decision-making. Digital tools can support
monitoring, stakeholder engagement, and accountability, particularly in multi-actor governance
environments. At the community level, NGOs can reinforce sustainability by institutionalizing
feedback and monitoring mechanisms that empower beneficiaries to actively shape program
trajectories, thereby strengthening local ownership and social capital.

Conclusion

This study contributes to the literature on community development by advancing an integrative
perspective on NGO-led interventions that accounts for both strategic practices and systemic
constraints. Drawing on participatory development, capacity-building, social capital, and
governance-oriented theories, the analysis underscores that NGOs play a multifaceted role as
facilitators of participation, builders of local capacity, and intermediaries within development
governance systems.

The findings further underscore that NGO effectiveness is not universal but context-dependent,
varying systematically across institutional, socio-economic, and governance environments. At the
same time, the effectiveness of NGO-driven community development remains contingent upon
structural conditions, including funding stability, institutional support, and enabling policy
environments. Without addressing these constraints, even well-designed interventions risk limited
sustainability and impact. By aligning participatory strategies with supportive governance
frameworks and multi-stakeholder collaboration, NGOs can move beyond project-based engagement
toward more durable and transformative contributions to sustainable community development.
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XULASO

QEYRI-HOKUMOT TOSKILATLARININ iICMA INKISAFINA TOHFOSI:
MEXANIZMLOR VO KONTEKSTUAL AMILLOR

Mommoadov Vagqif

QHT-lorin sosial-igtisadi borabarsizliklorin azaldilmasi, yerli potensialin giiclondirilmasi vo
dovlat torofindon hayata kegirilon toagabbiislorin tamamlanmasi vasitesilo dayanigli icma inkigafinin
tosviqindo getdikco daha miihiim rol oynayir. Bu mogalo miixtolif sosial-igtisadi vo institusional
kontekstlori ohato edon adobiyyatlarin sintezino osaslanaraq QHT-lorin icma inkisafi sahasinds totbiq
etdiklori strategiyalar, ¢agirislar vo siyasotlor iizro naticolori tohlil edir. Aragdirma moévcud nozori vo
empirik adebiyyat1 inteqrasiya etmoklo QHT-lorin icma inkisafi naticaloring tosir gdstordiyi osas
mexanizmlori miioyyonlosdirir.

Mogalods QHT-lorin effektivliyini formalagdiran qarsiliqlt olageli mexanizmlor kimi
istirak¢iliga osaslanan colbetmo, potensialin inkisaf etdirilmosi proseslori, sosial kapitalin
formalagmasi va idaraetmao soraiti 6n plana gokilir. Noticolor gostorir ki, QHT-lorin foaliyyati istirake1
strategiyalarin davamli potensial inkisafi ilo uzlasdirildigi vo olverisli institusional vo siyasot
miihitino inteqrasiya olundugu hallarda daha effektiv noticalor verir. Eyni zamanda, aragdirma QHT-
lorin effektivliyinin kontekst-asili xarakter dasidigini vo idarsetmo rejimlori ilo sosial-iqtisadi
sartlordon asili olaraq sistemli sokildo doyisdiyini vurgulayir. Coxolgiilii vo kontekst-hassas analitik
cor¢ivo irali siirmoklo moqalo, QHT-lorin tosobbiislorinin dayaniqli icma inkisafini hansi sortlor
altinda vo hans1 mexanizmlor vasitasilo destoklodiyini aydinlasdirir, homginin hokumatlor, donorlar
vo votondag comiyyati toskilatlar iiclin siyasot baximindan ohamiyyatli naticalor togdim edir.

Acar sozlor: istirakg¢ idaraetma, idaraetma miihiti, sosial kapitalin formalasmasi, institusional
kontekst, vatandas comiyyatinin effektivliyi

AHHOTAIIUA

BKJIA/I HENPABUTEJbCTBEHHBIX OPTAHU3AILIUM B PA3BUTHUE COOBIIIECTB:
MEXAHU3MbI I KOHTEKCTYAJIBHBIE ®AKTOPbBI

Mamenos Barug

HIIO urpator Bc€ Gosiee 3HaYMMYIO pOJIb B MPOJIBUKEHUHN YCTOMUMBOTO Pa3BUTHS COOOIIECTB
IIOCPEACTBOM COKPAILLEHUS COLMAIbHO-DKOHOMUYECKUX HEPABEHCTB, YKPEIJIEHUS MECTHOIO
NOTEHLIMajda W JIONOJHEHWs WHULMATHB, pEaJUu3yeMbIX TIoCcyAapcTBOM. B naHHON craThe
AQHAJTU3UPYIOTCSL CTPATEeTHH, BBI30BBl U MOJUTHYECKHE HMMIUIMKAIMKM Pa3BUTHS COOOIIECTB IOJ
pykoBoactBoM HIIO Ha OocHOBe HappaTHBHO-aHAIMTUYECKOIO CHHTE3a PELEH3UPYEMOM HaydHOMN
JUTEPATYphl, OXBATHIBAIOLIEH pa3/IMYHBIE COLMAIBHO-DKOHOMHYECKHE W HHCTUTYLIHOHAJIbHBIE
KOHTEKCTHI. MccenoBaHne MHTETPUPYET CYIIECTBYIOLINE TEOPETUUECKUE U AMITUPHUUYECKHE PaOOThI
C LIEJIBIO BBISBIICHUS KJIFOUEBBIX MEXaHU3MOB, MocpeacTBoM KoTopsix HITO BiusitoT Ha pe3ynbTaThl
Pa3BUTHS COOOIIECTB.

B cratee ocoboe BHUMaHuE YyIenseTcs MapTHCUIIATUBHOMY Y4YacTHIO, IMpolieccam
HapaliMBaHUA IMOTCHLHUAA, q)OpMI/IPOBaHI/IIO COMAJIBHOT'O KalluTajla U yCJIOBUAM YIPaBJICHUA KaK
B3aMMOCBSI3aHHBIM ~ MeXaHH3MaM, omnpenensomuM dddextuBHOoCcTh  nesrenpHoctH  HITO.
[TorydyeHHbIe BBIBOJBI CBUAETEILCTBYIOT O TOM, uTo nearenbHocTs HIIO sBnsiercs namnboinee
¢ (deKkTUBHON B TeX CIydYasX, KOTJa MapTUCUIIATUBHBIC CTPATETMH COYETAIOTCS C YCTOWYHMBHIM
Pa3BUTHEM MOTCHOHAJIA U BCTPOCHBI B IMOAACPKUBAOINNEC MHCTUTYHUMOHAJIBHBIC W ITOJUTHYCCKUC
cpensl. B To ke Bpems oau€pKuBaeTCsl KOHTEKCTYallbHO 00YCIOBICHHBIH XapakTep 3G GeKTUBHOCTH
HIIO, kotopas cucTeMaTH4YeCKH BapbUPYETCS B 3aBUCHUMOCTH OT PEXKHUMOB YIPABICHHUS U
COLIMAJIbHO-DKOHOMUYECKUX YyclIoBUM. lIpennaras MHOTOMEPHYIO M KOHTEKCTHO-YyBCTBUTEIIBHYIO
AQHAIUTUYECKYIO PaMKy, CTaThsi BHOCUT BKJIaJ] B HAYUYHYIO JIUTEPATypy, YTOUHSIS, MPH KaKHX
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YCIIOBHSX W TOCPEACTBOM Kakux MexaHu3MoB mHunmatuBbl HIIO cmocoOGcTByIOT ycTOWYHMBOMY
Pa3sBUTHIO COOOIIECTB, a TAKKe (POPMYIUPYS MPAKTUUYECKU 3HAYUMBIE BBIBOJIBI JIJISl IPABUTEIBCTB,
JIOHOPOB U OpraHM3aIMi IPa)TaHCKOro 00IIEeCTBa.

KiroueBble ¢JI0Ba: napmucunamueroe YnpaeieHue, cpeoda YNpasieHusl;, Gopmuposanue
COYUANBbHO20 KANUMALA;, UHCIUMYYUOHATIbHBIIL KOHMEKCM, IP@OEeKMuUeHOCmb  2panicOAHCK020
obwecmesa
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