this regard, the study of honorifics requires the use of the discursive method, which has been
applied to analyze the verbalized politeness in particular.

Discussion. The tradition of including prefaces to the printed books results from the author’s
wish to present his work to his readers. In the case of A. Radyvylovskyi’s sermons, their audience
comprised parishioners, archimandrite, the royal family, as well as Christ and Mary Virgin who
appear to quasi-addressees due to their incorporeality. The preacher appeals to these recipients by
using deferential language in order to follow social etiquette and achieve his communicative aims.

Results. Prefaces to the old-printed collections of sermons represent a dialogic discourse,
which involves communication according to the defined social roles. In the prefaces, respect is
expressed not only through honorific, depreciative, and neutral appeals and titles but also through
the ways of constructing discourse, making requests, asking for forgiveness, expressing gratitude,
making compliments, being flexible and discreet, which is provided by a range of linguistic means,
including the choice of the language code. Such conclusions open the broad perspective of the
analysis of honorifics in other types of discourse and the diachronic study of honorifics in the
Ukrainian literary language.

Keywords: honorifics, preface, A. Radyvylovskyi, Old Ukrainian literary language of 17"

century.

YK 811. 111’ 367: 808. 51
Jlapuca Ilasnenxo

HOBEJIIBCBKA JIEKIIA SAK BIJ/IBEPKAJIEHHA CBITOIJIALY
JIAYPEATA

Cmammio  npucesueno  OOCHIONCEHHIO  3MICMOB0I  CKAA0060I MAKO20  CHeyupiuno2o
Mosnenne6o2o Jycanpy axk Hobeniecoka nexkyis. Yeacy 30cepeodiceno na npoodiemMHo-memMamuynux
XapaKmepucmukax aueI0OMOGHUX JeKyiil, AKi 0yau Npouumani aaypeamamu 6 2anysi aimepamypu.
IIpoananizoeano yunnuku, Wo 6MIUGAIOMb HA 3Micm JeKyii. Bcmanoeneno 63aemo36’sa30K midic
memow 00nosioi ma oghiyiiinum 0OTpyHmMyeanHsmM Ha2opoou ynenamu Illeeocskoi akademil.

Kurouosi cioBa: mybiune mosneHHs;, HoOenmiBebKa JIeKisi, 3MiCTOBA CKJIa10Ba, MPOOJIEMHO-
TeMaTU4YHI OCOOJMBOCTI, CBITOTJISIN Jlaypeara.

OcTaHHIM 4acOM CIIOCTEPIraeThbCs THTEPEC N0 AOCHIIKEHHS PI3HUX AaCIEKTIB
nyOI1YHOrO MOBJICHHS 3 MOTJISLAY MParMaTuKH, MCUXOJIIHIBICTHKH, COLIIOTIHIBICTUKH
Ta KpPUTMYHOro aHamizy auckypcy [Beketova, Chudinov; Kriuchkova;, Fedoriv;
Riabokon]. 3Hauna yacTuHa HAyKOBHX POOIT 30CEPEMKEHA HA BUBYEHHI MOJITHYHOTO
muckypey [Kondratenko; Romaniuk and Zaiats; Strii; Zavalska; Zablotsky]. Jlekmis
K JKaHp MyOJIIYHOTO BHCTYNY 3 YITKO CTPYKTYPOBAHOK MOJAYED NEPEBIPEHOT
HayKoBOi iH(popmaii nepedyBae y (GOKyCi JIHIBICTUYHUX PO3BIIOK Y T1aXPOHIYHOMY
Ta CUHXpOHIYHOMY acrnekTtax [Malavska; Lindberg; Fortuno; Yaakob]. [1pote Takuii
cBOepiaHMiA BHA Jieknii sk HoOemiBcbka HE 4YacTo moTparuisie A0 KOJia 1HTEPECiB
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¢daxiBuiB 1 moTpeOye  MOraMOJICHOr0  BHBYEHHS  JIEKCMKO-TPAMATUYHUX,
JIHTBOPUTOPHYHMX 1 Kommno3uliiiHnx ocobmuBoctedd [Hushchin and Musikhina;
Sofronova; Yang and Zhang].

AKTyaJlbHUM CBOTOJIHI € BHBUYCHHS MOTCHLIATY LMX JEKUIA BIUIMBATH HAa
IPOMAACHKY OYMKY, MEPEKOHYBAaTH 1 CMOHYKAaTH ayIUTOPI0 0 MEPEOCMUCIICHHS
IIHHICHUX OpieHTUPIB. OKPIM ACTAIIBHOIO aHAI13y MOBHHUX 3aCO01B 1 KOMIMO3UIIHHUX
ocoOimBocTeil HoOGemBCbKIX NEKIINA, BAYKIMBUM TAKOK € 3BEPHEHHS 10 iX 3MICTOBOI
CKJ1a10B01. MeTor0 CTaTTl € JOCHIANTH SSKUM YAHOM HOoOemiBChKa JIEKIisl PO3KPHUBAE
OCOOMCTICTh Jlaypeara Ta BCTAHOBHTH 4YM BIUIMBAE OQiliiiHE OOIPyHTYBaHHs
HaropoJay Ha BUOIP TEMU JIEKIII.

[Tpucymxennss HoOemiBcbkoi mpemii nependavyae  BHIOJIOMIEHHS KOPOTKO{
NPOMOBHU-IOASKA Ha cBiITKOBOMY OeHkeTi (The Banquet Speech) Ta mpounTanHs
aekmii (The Nobel Lecture). O0’exkTtom Hamoi poOOTH CTajaud aHIJIOMOBHI
HoOemiBebkl JeKOii NpoOuYMTaHI JilaypeatamMud B Taiy3l JITEPATypd, sKI BOHH
CHeniajbHO TOTYHOTh JJis LepeMoHli HaropomkeHHs. Ilpeamerom aHamzy €
npoOeMHO-TeMaTnyHl 0coOnuBocTi HoOemBChKMX NEKUIA 3 miTeparypud. Y Xoai
JOOCHIDKEHHST 3aCTOCOBAHO METOJ  JIIHIBICTUYHOIO ONUCY Ta CIIOCTEPEIKEHHS,
OMHUCOBUH METOJ Ta KOHTEKCTYAJIbHO-IHTEPNPETALIAHUI METO/.

3a poku icHyBaHHs HoGemiBebkoi npemii, 113 NMMCbMEHHUKIB CTaM JlaypeataMmu
B 11l cdepl. s HAmoro AOCHKEHHS, MU oOpaid TekcTh HoOenBChbKUX JIEKINIMA
KEPYIOUHCh HACTYITHUM KPUTEPIEM: MOBA, Ky BUKOPHCTOBYBAJIM JIAypEaTH y CBOIX
npaisx, a came anricbka. ClnijJl 3a3HAYUTH, [0 MHA HE aHATI3YBAJT JICKII11, sIK1 OyJu
BHTOJIOIIEH] aHTJIIHCHKOK MOBOIO, aje MPEeMiiOBaH1 TBOPH OyJIM HamMCaHl 1HIIMMH
moBamu. [locayroByrounce nanumu o@iniifHoro caiity HoOemBCBKOro KOMITETY,
Oys0 3po0seHo BUOIPKY 3 TeKCTiB 29 aBropiB. Cepen HuX 13 0cid HE BUCTyHaIu 13
JeKuiero, abo BHTOJOWIYBAIA JiAIIE NPOMOBY-OJsKy (Pempspn  Kimumisr,
PaGinnpanar Tarop, bepnapn I[lloy, [xon [oncyopci, KOmxkun O'Hin, Binbsam
®onkuep, Tomac Emor, Bincron Yepummib, Epaect Xeminryeid, /pxon CteitHOEK,
Cemroen bekker, [larpik Baiit, Enic Manpo). Takum uymHOM, Hama BHOIpKa
cknamaeTecs 3 16 nexuiid (Bumbsm €iite, Cinknep Jlsroic, [lepn bak, beprpan
Paccemnn, Con bennoy, Binesam [Nonminr, Bone Iloinka, Hamin [Nopaimep, [epek
Bonkorr, Toni Moppicon, Ieiimac ['Hi, Bigesaxap Haiinon, xon Kyrtsee,
I"aponba [inTep, Hopic Jleccinr, bo6 inan).

OOcsirm  cTarTi HE OO3BOJIAIOTH HAM JCTAIBHO 3YyMHHUTHCA HA KOXXHOMY 3
onpanboBaHUX TeKCTIB. Hikue nmogaHo aHami3 TppoxX HoOemBChKMX JIEKI(IH, O H1 B
SKOMY pa3i HE NPHUMCEHINYE BAXIMBICTh I1HIIMX aBTOPIB. AJDKE caMme 3aBJSKH
PI3HOMAHITTIO T€M Ta OaratoMmy JIIHIBICTUYHOMY Marepiaay, MU 3MOIJIH AOCATTH
NOCTaBJICHOI MEeTH. Bukopucranuii y poOOTI 1JIFOCTPATUBHUN MaTepiai 3HAXOAUTHCS
Ha odiiiHOMY caiiTi HoGeniBcrkoro KOMITETY

[https://www.nobelprize.org/nobel prizes/literature/laureates/|
105


https://www.nobelprize.org/nobel_prizes/literature/laureates/

Cinkniep Jlptoic orpuma mpemito y 1930 pomi «3a MOTYXKHE 1 BUpasHe
MUCTELTBO OMNUCY 1 3a PIAKICHE BMIHHS 3 JOTEIMHICTIO 1 TyMOPOM CTBOPIOBATH HOBI
THIN TIEPCOHAXKiB». MOro mekuis «AMepHKaHCHKHIl CTpax JiTepaTypm», y sKiif
KPUTUKYIOTBCSL JIITEPATYPHI CTAHAAPTH Ta OOMEXKEHICTh MOMYJISIPHOI B AMeEpHIL
JiTEpaTypy, BUKIMKaNa poke odropopenHs y CIIA.

... I must turn again and assert that in our contemporary American literature,
indeed in all American arts save architecture and the film, we - yes, we who have
such pregnant and vigorous standards in commerce and science - have no standards,
no healing communication, no heroes to be followed nor villains to be condemned, no
certain ways to be pursued, and no dangerous paths to be avoided.

Byayun wMaiictpoM ommcy, BIH SICKpaBO CTBOPIOE YSBHY CHTYAIlIO
HAropoJ’KCHHST BIJIOMUX MHChbMEHHUKIB-CHIBBITYM3HUKIB 1 JICHIO0 CAPKACTUYHO
KOMEHTY€ MOXIIMBY HETAaTUBHY PEAKIII0 aMEPUKAHCHKOIO CYCHIIBCTBA YEPE3 ycCe
TOM K€ CTPax CHPaBXHbOI JITEPATYPH:

Yet had you given the Prize to Mr. Dreiser, you would have heard groans from
America ... you would have heard that his style is cumbersome, that his choice of
words is insensitive, that his books are interminable. And had you given Mr. James
Branch Cabell the Prize, you would have been told that he is too fantastically
malicious. ... that Mr. Sherwood Anderson viciously errs in considering sex as
important a force in life as fishing; that Mr. Upton Sinclair, being a Socialist, sins
against the perfectness of American capitalistic mass production; that Mr. Joseph
Hergesheimer is un-American in regarding graciousness of manner and beauty of
surface as of some importance in the endurance of daily life; and that Mr. Ernest
Hemingway is not only too young but, far worse, uses language which should be
unknown to gentlemen...

VY cBoiii jekmii, JIproic AIMCHO CTBOPIOE HOBHUM CATHPUYHUI TEPCOHAK —
1JICAJIBHOTO aMEPUKAHCHKOTO MUChbMEHHUKA. | came 1ieil onuc-aediHiiis po3KpUBae
HOro TPUBOTY Ta 3aHETOKOEHICTh CTAHOM PEYCH:

. in America most of us - not readers alone but even writers - are still afraid of
any literature which is not a glorification of everything American, a glorification of
our faults as well as our virtues. To be not only a best seller in America but to be
really beloved, a novelist must assert that all American men are tall, handsome, rich,
honest, and powerful at golf; that all country towns are filled with neighbors who do
nothing from day to day save go about being kind to one another, that although
American girls may be wild, they change always into perfect wives and mothers, and
that, geographically, America is composed solely of New York, which is inhabited
entirely by millionaires; of the West, which keeps unchanged all the boisterous
heroism of 1870; and of the South, where everyone lives on a plantation perpetually
glossy with moonlight and scented with magnolias.
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HaBeneHi ypuBKM pPO3KPHBAIOTH MHUCBMEHHUKA SK COLIAIBHOIO KPHUTHKA
CaMOBJIOBOJIEHOTO AMEPUKAHCHKOTO CYCIUTLCTBA 30-X POKIB MHUHYJIOTO CTOJITTSI.

AMEPUKAHChKUI MUCbMEHHUK Con belyioy OTprMaB NPECTHUXKHY HArOpoay y
1976 poui «3a MOACBKE PO3YMIHHSA 1 TOHKWMH aHam3 Cy4acHOi KYJbTYPH, SKI
OpPraHivHO NO€AHAH1 y Horo TBopax». HoOemBchka NEKUis LpOro Jiaypeara — Ie
MOOKHUI PO3IyM MPO POJb Teposi, MEPCOHAXKA Y JITEPATypPHUX TBOPAX Ta HOro
BILJIMB HA YMTAYA:

I myself am tired of obsolete notions and of mummies of all kinds but [ never tire
of reading the master novelists. And what is one to do about the characters in their
books? Is it necessary to discontinue the investigation of character? Can anything so
vivid in them now be utterly dead? Can it be that human beings are at a dead end? Is
individuality really so dependent on historical and cultural conditions? Can we
accept the account of those conditions we are so "authoritatively" given? I suggest
that it is not in the intrinsic interest of human beings but in these ideas and accounts
that the problem lies. The staleness, the inadequacy of these repels us. To find the
source of trouble we must look into our own heads.

Byayun mmpoko o6izHaHuM y cdepi pinocodii Ta KyIbTypH 1 MOCHIIAIOYUCH HA
psaa BuAgaTHUX MucauTeniB (Hanpuknan, [erens, [Ipyct, Toncroi, Yuun), bemoy
BOauae 0CoOMBY POJIb MUCTELTBA B JIFOJICHBKOMY JOCBIAL:

Only art penetrates what pride, passion, intelligence and habit erect on all sides
- the seeming realities of this world. There is another reality, the genuine one, which
we lose sight of. This other reality is always sending us hints, which, without art, we
can't receive.

BiH Takox 3aHEMOKOEHHIA CBITOIMSAOM Ta CBITOCHPUHHATTSAM HOrO CYYaCHHUKIB
1 HAroJIOIIY€E HA BAYKJIIMBOCTI BIACHUX BUMHKIB Ta CY/HKEHBb KOYKHOT OCOOMCTOCTI:

What is at the center now? At the moment, neither art nor science but mankind
determining, in confusion and obscurity, whether it will endure or go under. The
whole species - everybody - has gotten into the act. At such a time it is essential to
lighten ourselves, to dump encumbrances, including the encumbrances of education
and all organized platitudes, to make judgments of our own, to perform acts of our
own. ... However, it is not as though the people who engaged in this struggle had
only a rudimentary humanity, without culture, and knew nothing of art. Our very
vices, our mutilations, show how rich we are in thought and culture. How much we
know. How much we even feel. The struggle that convulses us makes us want to
simplify, to reconsider, to eliminate the tragic weakness which prevented writers -
and  readers - from being  at once simple and  true.

VY cBoiii HoOeniBebkiii neknii bemmoy MaliCTeEpHO MOEAHYE aHaNi3 KYJIbTYpPH 3
($1710COPCHKUMHI PO3TyMaMH PO XapaKTep CYyYACHOT NUBLII3aALlIi T OO JIFOICTBA.
VY 2005 Opurancekuii apamarypr ['aponen [linTep OyB BiO3HAYCHHI 4iieHAMU

[IIBeachbKOi akaaeMii 3a Te, MO «y CBOIX M'e€CaX PO3KPUBAE MPIPBY, LIO JICKUTh MiA
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NOBCSKJICHHOK CYETOK), 1 BPUBAETHCA B KaTiBHI THOOJICHHs». Ha Hamy aymky,
HoGemBcbka mpomoBa 1bOro OpUTAHCBKOrO jApamarypra i moera «MHCTEUTBO,
npaBjaa Ta NOJITHKA) - 1€ Horo 6e3koMnpomMicHe OAYEHHS BJIaIU Ta BIHHH:

The crimes of the United States have been systematic, constant, vicious,
remorseless, but very few people have actually talked about them. You have to hand it
to America. It has exercised a quite clinical manipulation of power worldwide while
masquerading as a force for universal good. It's a brilliant, even witty, highly
successful act of hypnosis.

Lle #ioro OoJr0UEe CIPUHHATTS CMEPTI TA HACKUIIBLCTBA!

We have brought torture, cluster bombs, depleted uranium, innumerable acts of
random murder, misery, degradation and death to the Iraqi people and call it
'bringing freedom and democracy to the Middle East'.

Lle #ioro HEMPUIHATTS MOBCAKACHHOI 0aiiAy>KOCT1 IEPECIYHOTO rPOMAISTHUHA:

The words 'the American people' provide a truly voluptuous cushion of
reassurance. You don't need to think. Just lie back on the cushion. The cushion may
be suffocating your intelligence and your critical faculties but it's very comfortable.
This does not apply of course to the 40 million people living below the poverty line
and the 2 million men and women imprisoned in the vast gulag of prisons, which
extends across the US.

e Hioro 3BEpHEHHS 10 THOACBKUX MOPAIbHUX LIHHOCTEH:

What has happened to our moral sensibility? Did we ever have any? What do
these words mean? Do they refer to a term very rarely employed these days -
conscience? A conscience to do not only with our own acts but to do with our shared
responsibility in the acts of others? Is all this dead?

Lle #ioro HemoxuTHA Bipa y clily 100pa Ta MpaBay:

Many thousands, if not millions, of people in the United States itself are
demonstrably sickened, shamed and angered by their government's actions, but as
things stand they are not a coherent political force - yet. But the anxiety, uncertainty
and fear which we can see growing daily in the United States is unlikely to diminish.

Lle MOTY>KHWH 3aKIMK OO0 MOWIYKY MPAaBad, A0 FPOMAASHCHKOI PIIIyYOCTI Ta
T'iIHOCTI:

[ believe that despite the enormous odds which exist, unflinching, unswerving,
fierce intellectual determination, as citizens, to define the real truth of our lives and
our societies is a crucial obligation which devolves upon us all. It is in fact
mandatory. If such a determination is not embodied in our political vision we have no
hope of restoring what is so nearly lost to us - the dignity of man.

HoGemBcebka nexkuis [aponpaa [liHTepa BHkNIMKana Oararo KOMEHTApiB Ta
nebariB, y NEAKUX 3 IKUX HWOTO 3BMHYBAaYyBaJli Y aHTUaMEprKaHi3Mi. HaBeneH1 Butie
YPUBKHM SICKPABO ACMOHCTPYIOTh YITKY TPOMAISHCHKY MO3WILI0, IUPY 1 MIAOOKY
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TypOOTYy Mpo >KepTB OyAb-IKOTO HACWIUIA 1 Bipy B MOpaJIbHy MepeBary 3BHYaiHOT
JHOJWHHA.

Pe3yabTaTn HAWIOro JOCHIKEHHS CBiI4Yarh MPO TE, IO ICHYE TICHHIMA
B3a€MO3B 130K MK 3MICTOBOK CKIanoBOKO HoOemiBCBKOI JEKIii Ta CBITOINISIOM
Jaypeara 1 ii MOKHA PO3IJISIIATH K CTUCIE, aJI€¢ HAJ3BUYAMHO MOTYKHE BUPAKCHHS
HOro MHOACHKMX Ta MpodeciiiHux sKkocTel. [IpoanaiizoBaHi TEKCTH CBIAYATH MPO TE,
o ogimiiiHe OOrpyHTYBaHHS HAropoAW 3HAYHOK) MIPOKD BJIMBAE HA BUOIP TEMH
nekuii. HoOemiBebka JIEKIIST HAJa€e MOKIIMBICTh HE TUIBKHA BIAYYTH JIITEPATYPHUIA
CTWJIb aBTOpA, aje i HaOIM3UTHCA OO PO3YMIHHS HOro COLAJIbHUX, MOPAJbHUX,
NOJITUYHHX, PENITTAHAX Ta €CTETUHYHUX LIIHHOCTEH.

IlepcnekTHBOW MOAATBIIMX PO3BIAOK MOXKE OyTH TMOPIBHSHHS aKaAeMI4HOI
nexuii Ta HoOemBCbKOT JIEKIIT 3 TOUKH 30PY KOMITO3ULIHHOT CTPYKTYPH Ta apCeHAITy
MOBJICHHEBHX 3aC001B.
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Abstract
Larysa Pavlenko
THE NOBEL LECTURE AS REFLECTION OF LAUREATE’S WORLDVIEW

Background. In recent years, there has been an increasing number of scholar papers on the
various aspects of public speaking from the perspective of pragmatics, psycholinguistics,
sociolinguistics, and critical analysis of discourse. Numerous studies have been published on
distinguishing characteristics of political discourse. The lecture as a specific genre of public
speaking is also in the focus of linguistic study in diachronic and synchronic aspects. However,
several attempts have been made to explore such a kind of lecture as the Nobel lecture, and they
presuppose an in-depth study of its lexical-grammatical, linguistic, and compositional features. It is
important to analyze the potential of these lectures to influence public opinion, to persuade and
encourage the audience to rethink their values and beliefs. In addition to a detailed analysis of
linguistic means and compositional features of Nobel lectures, their content components should be

thoroughly examined.
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Purpose. The aim of our article is to investigate how the Nobel lecture reveals the personality
of the laureate and to establish whether the official justification of the award determines the topic of
the lecture.

Methods. A method of linguistic description and observation, a descriptive method, and a
contextual-interpretation method are used in the research.

Results. The outcomes of our study indicate that there is a close relationship between the
content constutuent of the Nobel lecture and the outlook of the laureate, and the lecture itself can be
regarded as a brief but extremely powerful expression of his/her human and professional qualities.
The analyzed texts indicate that the choice of the topic for the lecture is significantly influenced by
the official justification of the award. The Nobel lecture gives an opportunity not only to perceive
the literary style of the author but also to better understand his/her social, moral, political, religious,
and aesthetic values.

Discussion. Further research can be focused on the comparison of the academic lecture and
the Nobel lecture in terms of the compositional structure and employed linguistic means.

Keywords: public speaking, the Nobel lecture, the content component, problem and thematic

features, laureate’s worldview.
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CUHTAKCHUYHA PENIPE3EHTAIISI MOBHOI OCOBUCTOCTI
BUYEHOI'O-JITHI' BICTA

Cmammio  npucesueno  CUHMAKCUYHIN — penpesenmayii  Mo6énoi  ocoducmocmi 6
ainegicmuynomy ouckypci. Q6 ckmom 0oCaiodicentst Cmanu OKIUYHI ma iHMONayiino He3aKinyeni
pevenns. Ix posensanymo sk cummarxcuumi 3acoou 6UPANCenHs eKCHpecusHoCi 6 PiZHONCAHPOBUX
npaysix yrpaincekux yuenux — O. 1. bonoaps, 1. FO. I’ puyenka, C. /1. Epmonenxo, FO. O. Kapnenka.
Axyenmoeano ysazy HA munax, CceMaHmuyi QHANI308AHUX  BUCIOGIIOBAHL MA  IXHBOMY
HpaMAmUuyYHOM) ROMEHYIa.

KirouoBi cjioBa: OKJIMYHE peueHHS, HE3aKiHYEHE PEUeHHs, EKCIPECHBHICTb, €MOIIi,
JIHTBICTUYHUH TUCKYPC, MOBHA OCOOUCTICTD, YHYEHUN-JIIHTBICT.

IocranoBka mnpoOsemn. HaykoBHil JTUCKYPC XapaKTEPU3YETHCS TMEBHUM
CTYIICHEM EKCIOPECHBHOCTI Ta €MOIIAHOCTI, Ha WI0 BKa3ylOTh CJIOB SIHCBKI
nocmigauku (H. JI. Apytionosa, M. M. Koxkuna, H. ®@. HenmitBona, C. B. Pagenbka,
H. M. Pazinxina, H. M. Ilimeryii ta in.). Moro ekcmpecHBHICTH 3yMOBIEHa
KOMYHIKaTUBHUMH MOTpeOaMu aBTopa.

MoBHa OCOOHCTICTH PENPE3eHTYE ceO¢ B KOMYHIKATUBHOMY MPOCTOPI Ha
BEpOATbHO-CEMAHTUYHOMY, JIIHTBOKOTHITHBHOMY Ta MOTHBALHO-IPArMaTUYHOMY
piBHsix. Ha BiAMIHY BiJl IHIIMX JUCKYPCIB, JI€ E€KCIPECUBHICTh BEPOATI3yeThCsS HA
PI3HUX MOBHUX PIBHSIX, Y JOCHIPKYBAHOMY JMCKYPCI AKTHBHMMHM BHPA3HUKAMU
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