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The article provides the analysis of the notion «science», which is viewed as the highest stage of
development of disordered scientific knowledge. Common and differential features of scientific knowledge
and science are distinguished. The author comes to a conclusion that the main characteristic feature of
science is a system of deliberately ordered scientific knowledge, expressed in the form of specific notions,
which reflect the subject of the corresponding science.
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The main problems which hamper working out the EU’s common approach to the energy policy are
considered in the article. These problems are conditioned first of all by the difference of economical and
geopolitical situations in the countries of Western and Eastern Europe.
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