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CRITERIA AND PRIORITIES FOR SELECTING OBJECTS
OF HISTORICAL AND CULTURAL DOCUMENTARY HERITAGE FOR DIGITIZATION

The purpose of this work is to identify and generalize the criteria for selecting historical and cultural docu-
mentary heritage objects for digitization and further preservation and providing access for users. The research
methodology consists of applying general scientific and special methods, in particular, the system approach,
analysis, synthesis, logical method, and visualization of research results. The scientific novelty of the work lies
in identifying different approaches and a developed system of criteria and priorities, generalizing these criteria for
selecting historical and cultural documentary heritage objects for digitization and the conditions to be taken into
account, as well as the need for a coordinated position of various departments in this direction, attracting official
expertise to determine the sequence and priorities to avoid duplication of digitization. Conclusions. The selection
of objects of historical and cultural documentary heritage for digitization is a task that must maintain a balance be-
tween the national significance of the funds for the history of national states and the history of mankind, the user’s
requests and the task of preserving the funds. Digitization offers significant benefits to users of digital cultural
resources. The main criteria for selecting objects for digitization are: value, uniqueness, and rarity of documents;
documents related to objects of national heritage; documents that have research value; and documents that have
an unsatisfactory physical condition; documents that threaten to lose information; documents in high demand and
publications that are available in limited quantities. The main goal of selecting cultural heritage objects for digitiza-
tion is to promote the establishment of Ukrainian identity, the introduction of digital objects of national memory
of Ukraine and world heritage into a wide social circulation, and the integration of various Ukrainian digital cultural
information resources into a single information system.

Key words: objects of historical and cultural documentary heritage, digitization, digital resources, preserva-
tion of cultural heritage.
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Relevance of the research topic. In recent decades, digital technologies have
been rapidly developing, entering our daily lives and beginning to transform the
information society into a digital one. The introduction of information and com-
munication technologies has helped transform the activities of cultural institu-
tions, in particular archives, libraries, and museums as document and communica-
tion structures of society, changing their tasks, functions, and approaches to serving
users. The development of information technologies contributed to the emergen-
ce of digital technologies and documents in electronic (digital) form, in addition
to electronic documents, there were digitized copies of documents, websites, da-
tabases, and the like. Millions of documents, museum items, and other intellectual
property products are being digitized and organized as public electronic resour-
ces around the world.
The purpose of the work is to identify and generalize the criteria for selec-
ting historical and cultural heritage objects for digitization and further preservation
and providing access for users.
Analysis of research and publications. A number of scientific works of local
researchers is devoted to the problems of selecting objects of historical and cultural
documentary heritage for digitization. In particular, the general criteria for selec-
ting documents for digitization of library collections are provided in the works and
publications of H. Yevstigneeva [4], H. Kovalchuk [8], K. Lobuzina [12], A. Rybach-
ka [19]. Digital library projects, in particular the organization of long-term preserva-
tion of library electronic resources, including digitized ones, are considered in the
monograph of I. Lobuzin [11]. Current issues of theory and practice of forming col-
lections of documentary heritage objects-from ancient epigraphic sources to valu-
able electronic documents of the XXI century are studied by I. Losiyevsky [13]. In the
works of L. Dubrovina, the definition of a handwritten book, its identification and
attribution is given, the role of library cultural heritage in the system of institutions
of national memory of Ukraine, national cultural heritage and its book resource in
the era of digital society is highlighted [2; 3].
Presentation of the main material. The selection of objects of historical and
cultural heritage for digitization in public institutions (libraries, archives, museums)
is an important task that should preserve the status of the memorial historical and
cultural fund, maintain a balance between the usenrs requests and the task of pre-
serving the funds.
The main goals of digitizing funds of social memory institutions are as follows:
— to allow people, regardless of their location, to directly access, use, and publish
various collections of digital materials without visiting the institutions them-
selves;

— by improving access to their content by providing access to digital surrogates,
to ensure the preservation of rare and vulnerable collections, cultural objects;

311

Ingpopmayiiinuii pecypc KynemypHoi' cnadwjuHu




312

— to create a critical array of digital content related to the documentary and cultu-
ral heritage of a particular country or region to support research, education, pub-
lishing, and exhibition programs;

— attracting new audience and various communities of remote users.

Digitization offers significant benefits to users of digital cultural resources.
Thus, stating this, M. Terras summarizes a number of reasons and advantages for
implementing a digital project by a cultural institution:

— easier access to content;

— immediate access to high-demand content;

— quick access to materials available elsewhere;

— ability to get unprocessed materials;

— ability to display large maps and visual materials;

— gathering collections that are stored in different locations;

— improving image quality: brightness, color, noise reduction, sharpening, increasing
the size, etc,;

— obtaining a digital substitute for brittle material, keeping it at the same time;

— integration of various materials for educational purposes;

— text recognition and enhanced content search capabilities;

— integration of various multimedia resources, such as video, sound and images, etc.

— ability to provide users with digital documents for photocopies or printed prints,
etc.

—reducing the cost of document delivery;

—introduction to a wide social circulation of critical information array [30].

The task of selecting cultural objects for digitization is primarily related to the
resource and temporary inability of social memory institutions to digitalize all prin-
ted materials, manuscripts, audio and video materials, etc. stored in the funds. There-
fore, it is important for librarians and information specialists to decide what to se-
lect, grant access to them, and save them. It is also worth taking into account the
experience of the pan-European digital project Europeanus, which in its strategy
for the coming years has identified two main criteria for selecting content: 1) quali-
ty instead of quantity, and 2) focusing on user needs [22].

H. Yevstigneeva [4], H. Kovalchuk [10], I. Lobuzina [11] in their works propose
to select documents for digitization of library collections according to the following
criteria:

— valuable, unique, and rare documents (existing in one or a limited number of co-
pies, including manuscripts and photographs);

— documents related to objects of national heritage, the introduction of which in
a wide cultural circulation is of great importance for the restoration of national
memory, history and culture of the state;
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— documents of research value;

— documents that are in poor physical condition (damaged due to physical, chemi-
cal and biological factors, fragile or oversized documents that require special ac-
cess conditions), digitization of such documents contributes to their preserva-
tion, provided that users have access to their digital copies;

— documents that are at risk of losing information (for example, fading and disap-
pearing text in paper-based documents, demagnetization of records on mag-
netic tape, loss of color on microforms, while the physical state of the media
remains satisfactory, etc);

— documents of high demand and publications available in limited quantities (low-
circulation, destroyed, Prohibited).

The criteria for selecting documents for digitization may also be subordinate
to the objectives of a specific digital project or cultural program. Accordingly the
selection of materials is critical here and is based on the following facts
—they will be of interest to users in the long term;

— they will acquire new value in digital form;

—they are important for understanding a specific subject area;

—they have artistic value;

— they contain useful or new information;

—they thoroughly cover a specific subject area in a wide and deep way;

— they are important for the subject defined by the project goals;

— they have historical and state value;

— they contain data about objects and groups of objects that are not sufficiently
covered in other documents [28].

To determine the category of unique, rare and valuable documents from libra-
ry, archive and museum collections, libraries of Ukraine should follow the recom-
mendations of the order of the Ministry of Culture of Ukraine on the «Procedure for
selecting handwritten books, rare and valuable publications in the State register of
national cultural heritage» [18]. According to this order book heritage objects are
divided into groups:

1) handwritten books created before the end of the XVII century — all (inclu-
ding fragments), and since the XVIII century — only unique books, taking into ac-
count the peculiarities of writing and materials, the place of creation and lan-
guage, design, content;

2) old printed editions of the XV-XVIIl centuries, according to the follow-
ing groups: incunabula; paleotype; glagolic font edition; Latin font edition; cyrillic
font edition; civil font edition; other books (printed in other fonts);

3) Ukrainian publications — books and periodicals printed in the Ukrainian
language during the 1801-1922, regardless of what territory they were printed in,
printed in any language during the 1801-1860 on the territory of modern Ukraine;
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4) individual valuable publications or copies of publications — the first and/or
lifetime editions of the works of the founders of science and technology, contain-
ing fundamental scientific discoveries and research; the first and lifetime editions
of works of classics of fiction, outstanding figures of culture and art; copies of il-
legal or censored publications; publishing falsifications and copies with disguised
editions; books that are examples of artistic design and printing, including unusual
formats and forms; bibliophile publications (numbered or named copies of the pub-
lication, reproduced in unusual ways, printed on non-traditional materials, in hand-
made bindings made of rare materials); copies with autographs, records, ex-libris and
seals of prominent figures of the state, science, culture, and literature.

5) Collections — book heritage objects (group code — CBH) — collections of indi-
vidual book heritage objects and/or books and periodicals that together make up
a valuable historical and cultural object for the state (world).

H. Kovalchuk [8] sustantiates the inclusion of the book in the category «book
heritage object» on the following general grounds:

— chronological (the time when the book was created);

— historical significance of the book for the development of society, region, and the
world);

— stages (the book is a heritage object of a critical period in the life of the country,
its integral component);

— uniqueness (it distinguishes the book as the only one of its kind that has been
preserved in a single copy or has individual features that are of scientific, histo-
rical or artistic significance (with autographs, proprietary notes, additional attach-
ments or drawings);

— priority (the book as the first publication of works of classics of science and lite-
rature, other works of fundamental importance for history and culture, socio-
political development);

— memoriality (linking the book with the life and work of outstanding historical
personalities or scientific or creative teams, as well as with memorials);

— collectibility (it characterizes the book about its belonging to collections that
have the properties of an important historical and cultural object), etc.

The experience of the National Library of Ukraine named after. I. Vernadsky on
the formation of the resource of handwritten and book heritage of Ukraine allo-
wed to develop the project «Book heritage objects of the NBUV», which is impor-
tant for fulfilling the functions of the NBUV as a national library storehouse, related
to the implementation of the tasks of forming the State register of national cultural
heritage. The database «Book heritage objects of the NBUV» is intended for scienti-
fic and bibliographic registration of heritage objects and is currently available on
the NBUV portal in the thematic block «Historical and cultural resources». The ac-
cumulated information resource about particularly valuable and unique documents
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of the largest library in Ukraine can be used to form a consolidated database of
book heritage objects of other libraries and institutions in Ukraine — museums and
archives. This approach reveals the prospects for creating a national digital lib-
rary, similar to those that are being created in many countries of the world as a
priority of state cultural policy [9].

Ukrainian researchers take into account the provisions set out in the inter-
state standard «Book heritage objects. General requirements», adopted in Ukraine
in 2008 [16].

Leading IFLA experts note that the national bibliography is the main source
for creating digital library resources. The sources selected for the formation of the
national bibliography can be the main reference point for determining the value
of publications for digitization [24]. In the National Library of Ukraine named after
V. I. Vernadsky powerful electronic resources of the national bibliography were cre-
ated [12], in particular, the electronic library «Ukrainika» contains full versions of
electronic reference books of the national bibliography «Ukrainian-Language book
in the NBUV funds, 1798-1923: in 3 vols. (2003)», «<Book in Ukraine (1861-1917), in
20 volumes (1996-2017)». The «Digital library of historical and cultural heritage»
of NBUV already includes digitized and the first 300 Ukrainian publications accor-
ding to the list of bibliographic index, starting with the edition «Kotlyarevsky I. P.
Eneida translated in Little Russian language, 1798» presented in the collection
«Ukrainian-language book (1798-1923)». The significant publications of the natio-
nal bibliography of Ukraine also include «Repertoire of Ukrainian books, 1798—
1916: vol. 1-9 (1995-2005)» of the Lviv National Scientific Library of Ukraine na-
med after V. Stefanyk and the Institute of Ukrainian Archeography and Source Stud-
ies named after M. Hrushevsky (Lviv branch) and «Printed consolidated catalog of
Ukrainian-language books of state libraries and museums of Ukraine. 1798-1923.
Issue 1-5 (1999-2015) of the Yaroslav the Wise National Library of Ukraine. For more
information about the sources of the national bibliography of Ukraine, see the arti-
cle of the Ukrainian library encyclopedia «Ukrainian bibliographic repertoire» [20].

However, national libraries, archives, museums and other institutions of memory
do not only keep books in their collections. A significant part of the library collections
is made up of non-book types of documents that are of historical and cultural value
and need to be digitized for further preservation and access to the general public.
In addition, major libraries in Ukraine are institutions of national significance, and
archive materials on their history and the activities of individual departments are
stored. In archival institutions and museums, along with documents and other items
of the main profile groups, the personal libraries of fund-makers are preserved in full
or in fragments. At the same time, the purely archival fund divisions of large librar-
ies also contain significant volumes of book collections and collections that are part
of the personal funds of scientists and cultural figures (the Institute of manuscripts
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and the Institute of Archival Studies of the National library of Ukraine named after

V. I. Vernadsky). As noted by I. Losiyevsky in the collections of libraries, along with

books, there are documents that are not printed and are not directly related to the

history of handwritten or printed books, book publishing, among them the research-
er specifies the following:

—rare and valuable leafy publications (posters, invitations, postcards, etc);

— rare and valuable music publications;

—rare and valuable cartographic publications;

— archival documents, complexes of archival documents of scientific, historical, cul-
tural, and artistic value: text, image, and text, in particular with seals and stamps;

— photo-, phono-, film, video documents, optical, magnetic disk documents, etc.
(they make up collections and collections, archival funds of personal and official
origin);

— printed epigraphic heritage objects on various media that represent scientific, his-
torical, cultural, and artistic value: graffiti, ceramic stamps, birch bark certificates,
and so on.

— collectible numismatic collections;

— collection of medals;

— collections of award, service and souvenir badges [13].

The general description of cultural heritage is given by the Finnish researcher
Hyvonen E.:

- multi-format: cultural objects are represented in various forms, such as text docu-
ments, images, audio recordings, videos, collections, learning objects, etg;

— multi-aspect: content covers various topics;

— multilingualism: information is available in different languages;

— multiculturalism: the information is related and interpreted from the point of view
of different cultures, religious or national traditions;

— multidirectional: the content of a resource can be targeted at different categories
of users [25].

According to the Law of Ukraine «On protection of cultural heritage» (2000) [5],
the cultural heritage sites are classified by two main criteria:

— types: structures (works); complexes (ensembles); attractions;

— classes: archaeological; historical; monumental art; architecture and urban plan-
ning; garden and park art; landscape; science and technology.

«The procedure for entering unique heritage objects of the Museum Fund of
Ukraine in the State register of national cultural heritage» (2002) defines the main
criteria for evaluating the value of museum heritage objects:

— origin — definition of the role and significance of attractions, their authors, fund-
makers as sources of information, significance of events, phenomena that are
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reflected in heritage objects, their connection with historical events, a certain
historical environment, prominent persons, time and place of creation, existence
and location;

— content — establishing the meaning of information contained in museum items,
identifying the main features that determine the name, authorship, chronology
and geography of creation and existence, material and manufacturing techni-
ques, memoriality, repeatability in other heritage objects;

— scientific value — the significance of the heritage object as a source of historical
and cultural, natural-scientific and any other information in solving research
tasks of the museum;

— artistic value — taking into account the significance of heritage objects, establi-
shed in the process of identifying their artistic features, the level of artistic quali-
ty (features of style, composition, color, originality, manufacturing techniques,
general skill of performance);

— external feature—taking into account the originality, presence or absence of in-
scriptions, signatures, stamps, brands, artistic, paleographic and other features
of heritage objects, their physical condition - the degree of preservation, dama-
ge, loss [17].

«Methods and criteria for identifying and including unique documentary heri-
tage objects of the National archival Fund of Ukraine in the State register of nati-
onal cultural heritage» (1998) [14] define the following main provisions:

— a unique documentary heritage object is a particularly valuable document of the
National Archive Fund, which is important for the formation of the national iden-
tity of the Ukrainian people, determines their contribution to the World cultural
heritage, has no analogues and regarding legal force, autograph and external
signs can not be restored in the event of irreparable damage or loss.

— criteria of historical and cultural value of documents of the National Archive Fund:

—the value of the funder;

—the authorship of the documents;

— the time when documents were created;

— the value of the displayed information;

— the originality and legal force of documents;

— the presence of artistic features of documents.

It should also be noted that in 2019, a test version of the prototype of the elec-
tronic information resource of cultural heritage and cultural values (portal «Cultural
heritage of Ukraine») was launched. The resource is available on the website of the
Ministry of Culture of Ukraine at the link: https://minkulture.rubycon-test.tk/ The
idea of the project is to preserve and promote the cultural heritage of Ukraine at
the state level by collecting and accumulating information about cultural heritage
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in electronic form, gradually eliminating paper accounting and introducing electro-
nic accounting of cultural heritage objects and cultural values.

In addition to content and value criteria, researchers also note legal and tech-
nical criteria. Legal restrictions and copyrights make up the area that requires con-
stant attention in the digitization process. This is a factor that must be taken into
account in the digitization process, in accordance with international recommenda-
tions and national legislation. If an institution does not have permission to digitize
and publish materials, this may lead to the failure of the entire project. It is impor-
tant to rely on international publications that consider the issue of copyright com-
prehensively, for example, «Copyright for librarians» [1]. It is essential for institu-
tions to preserve social memory and cultural heritage to resolve legal issues at the
state level related to the possibility of creating digital copies and digital archives for
long-term storage of copyrighted documents. An effective solution to this problem,
according to international experience, is to extend the legislation on mandatory co-
pies to digital objects [21]. Therefore, an important task is to review the copyright
status of the material that is planned to be digitized [26; 27].

It is also necessary to take into account the available technical capabilities
of computer and scanning equipment that must be put into operation and confi-
gured before starting to deploy a digital project. It is necessary to take into account
the formats, sizes, finishes, physical condition of documents and the ability to digi-
tize them with existing equipment, to determine the characteristics and main pa-
rameters of the original documents, digital copies of which should be made. These
main parameters of originals include: the type of paper and methods of making
the original; local disadvantages of originals that require preliminary restoration or
further retouching; the tone of the original: dark, light or balanced tone; clarity of
the original; overall dimensions of the original. This assessment will determine the
selection of hardware for digitizing a specific Fund [23].

An important aspect of selecting documents for digitization is also the pre-
sence or absence of metadata that can be used to describe the digital collection.
The most common metadata-driven selection defines documents that have a suf-
ficient amount of metadata assigned to them to be in priority. However, you can
also select documents that have little or no metadata as an incentive to create me-
tadata and reveal the documents uniqueness. The availability of metadata can also
facilitate previous verification of the existence of a digital copy of the document,
possibly made by other institutions, which will prevent duplication of efforts to
create digital cultural objects. Such verification should be facilitated by national
registers of digital historical and cultural resources [29].

These general approaches should also take into account the national factor
of the strategy for forming digitization plans in educational institutions in Ukraine,
as well as rely on the expertise of value and cultural significance conducted by
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leading specialists of libraries, archives, museums [2], take into account the me-
thodological issues of expertise of book and manuscript heritage. In the works
of L. Dubrovina, H. Kovalchuk, which provide the basis for determining the hand-
written book, their old-printed identification and attribution, the role of the library
of cultural heritage in the system of institutions of national memory of Ukraine,
national cultural heritage and its unique resource is depicted [2; 7].

It is also necessary to take into account scientific approaches to the state regi-
stration of heritage objects, Methodological recommendations for the state regi-
stration of heritage objects of interest of Ukraine [15].

Although the issues of expertise are considered to a certain extent in Ukraini-
an legislation, however, in order to prevent errors of subjectivity, it is important to
take into account the experience and authority of scientists recognized by official
experts [6].

The scientific novelty of the work consists in identifying different approaches
and a developed system of criteria and priorities, generalizing these criteria for se-
lecting historical and cultural documentary heritage objects for digitization and the
conditions to be taken into account, as well as the need for a coordinated position
of various departments in this direction, attracting official expertise to determine
the sequence and priorities to avoid duplication of digitization.

Conclusions. The selection of objects of historical and cultural heritage for digiti-
zation is a task that must maintain a balance between the national significance of the
funds for the history of the national state and the history of mankind, the user’s re-
quests and the task of preserving the funds. Although there are opinions in UNESCO
documents on the priorities for the preservation of funds, this balance will help to
avoid distortions in the sequence of copying. Digitization offers significant bene-
fits to users of digital cultural resources. The main specific criteria for selecting ob-
jects for digitization are as follows: value, uniqueness, and rarity of documents; do-
cuments related to objects of national heritage; documents of research value; do-
cuments with unsatisfactory physical condition; documents with the threat of loss
of information; documents of high demand and publications available in limited
quantities. The use of these criteria should also take into account the specifics of
the document. A corporate approach to the examination of documents will make
this work systematic. The only criterion that is not subject to discussion as a natio-
nal and historical value, as recognized by all experts both in Ukraine and abroad,
is the chronological criterion: for Ukraine, this is all the heritage up to the 17" cen-
tury, inclusive.

The main goal of selecting cultural heritage objects for digitization is to pro-
mote the establishment of Ukrainian identity, the introduction of digital objects of
national memory of Ukraine into a wide social circulation, and the integration of vari-
ous Ukrainian digital cultural information resources into a single information system.
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KpuTepii Ta npioputetn Big6opy 06’€EKTIB iCTOPUKO-KYNbTYPHOI AOKYMEHTasbHOI
cnagwmHm ana oundpyBaHHA

MeTta po6oT — BUABWTW Ta y3arabHUTU KpuTepii Bigbopy 06'eKTiB icTOpMKO-
KyJbTYPHOT OKYMEHTaNbHOT CMAALLMHK AN oundpyBaHHA Ta MOAANbLIOIO X 36eperkeH-
HA 11 3abe3neyeHHA [OCTYNy ANnA KopuctyBadis. MeTogonorisa 4oCnia»KeHHA nonarae B
3aCTOCyBaHHi 3arabHOHAyKOBMX i cneuianbHUX METOAIB, 30Kpema CMCTEMHOrO Migxo-
Ay, aHanisy, cMHTe3y, NIoriYHOro MeTofy, MmeToAy Bidyanisauil pe3ynbTaTtiB AOCNiIAKEHHS.
HaykoBa HOBM3Ha pobOOTY NONAra€ y BUABMIEHHI Pi3HUX NiAXOAIB Ta PO3BMHYTOI CUCTe-
MW KpUTepiiB i NpiopunTeTiB; y3aranbHeHHI LUX KpuTepiiB Binbopy 06’eKTiB icTOpUKO-
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Ky/IbTYPHOI JOKYMEHTaNbHOT CnagLmHu ansa oundpyBaHHA Ta YMOB, AAKi NOTPiIGHO Bpaxo-
BYBaTV; HEOOXIAHOCTI y3rof»eHoi No3unLii Pi3HNX BIiAOMCTB y LibOMY HanpAMi; 3ayyeH-
Hi odiLinHOT ekcnepTU3N ANA BU3HAYEHHA NOCNIAOBHOCTI Ta NPIOpUTETIB ANA YHUKHEHHA
Ay6ntoBaHHA oundpyBaHHA. BucHOBKI. Bifgbip 06'eKTiB icCTOPUKO-KYNBTYPHOI AOKYMEH-
TaJIbHOI CNaALWmHM Ana oundpyBaHHA € 3aBAaHHAM, AKe Ma€ NiaTpMMaTy 6anaHc Mix Ha-
UioHaIbHUM 3HauyeHHAM GOHAIB AnA icTopii HauioHaNbHUX AeprkaB Ta iCTOpIl NOACTBA,
3anMTaMmn KOpUCTyBaya Ta 3aBfaHHAM 36epexeHHA dpoHAiB. OundpyBaHHA Haga€ 3Ha-
YHUX NepeBar KOpUCTyBadaM LNPppoBrx KynbTypHUX pecypciB. OCHOBHUMU KpUTepiaMin
Bii6bopy 06'eKTiB ANnA oundpyBaHHA €: LiHHICTb, YHiIKaNbHICTb, PIOKICHICTb JOKYMEHTIB;
[OKYMEHTH, WO BiAHOCATbCA A0 06'EKTIB HALliOHaNbHOro HalbaHHsA; AOKYMEHTM, O Ma-
I0Tb JOCNIAHVLbBKY LiHHICTb; JOKYMEHTH, AKI MaloTb He3aAoBINbHUNA Gi3UYHNIA CTaH; Jo-
KYMEHTM, O MaloTb 3arpo3y BTpaTh iHpopMaLii; JOKYMEHTU NigBULLEHOrO MONUTY Ta
BMAAHHA, HasABHI B oOMexeHil KinbKocTi. fonoBHOK meToto Bigbopy 06’eKTiB KynbTyp-
HOI CnafwWmHM Ans oundpyBaHHA € CNPUAHHA YTBEPIXKEHHIO YKPATHCbKOI ifeHTUYHOCTI,
BBEEHHIO B LIMPOKNIA colianbHKiA 0bir umdpoBux 06’eKTiB HaLioHaNbHOI Nam’aTi YKpa-
THW Ta CnagLMHK CBITY, iHTerpauii pi3HUX YKPaiHCbKUX UNPPOBUX KyNbTYpPHUX iHbOP-
MaLiHWX pecypciB B €AVHY iHGOPMaLiiHy cucTemy.

KntoyoBi cnoBa: 06'eKTW iCTOPUKO-KYNbTYPHOT JOKYMEHTasIbHOI CnagwWuHu, oumnd-
pyBaHHsA, LMPPOBI pecypcn, 36epexeHHA KynbTyPHOI CrafLnHu.

Cmamma nidzomosnera 2 6epe3Ha 2020 poky;
nodara do opyky 20 6epe3Ha 2020 poky.



