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The meaning of a notion “the idea of a nation” is revealed.  The relation between “the idea 

of a nation” and “national idea” and their role in functioning of political culture are 
characterized. 

Key words: nation, the idea of a nation, national idea, national political culture. 
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We investigate the current problems of methodology of tolerance. The epistemological 

possibilities of different methods and principles of knowledge of this phenomenon are analyzed. 
 Keywords: politics, tolerance, intolerance, methods of knowledge 
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