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The given article deals with the problem of comparison of literary and
political works of Ivan Bahrianyi and George Orwell, as well as with an ob-
Jective to prove that these two writers make up a far from random parallel for
comparison.

On the basis of scientific works it proves that one can trace a genetic
similarity in the main ideas highlighted in a number of works by these two
writers. Both of them had a kind of indirect dialogue on the topics of freedom,
equality and struggle against anti-humane regimes.

The article also highlights the fact that there is more to the indirect dia-
logue of Ivan Bahrianyi and George Orwell than it seems. Biographical in-
sight used for the research proves that both men faced similar struggles in
their lives, their political views were really close and their interpretation of
the ongoing events serves as evidence. Consequently the article brings to at-
tention the fact that biographies of the writers might become a key for under-
standing their works and positions. Another fact to support the above-given
idea is that both writers use their own lives and personal experience as a ba-
sis for literary interpretation; this was proved by the researches of both
George Orwell and Ivan Bahrianyi literary heritage. As a result we can re-
search their works from the point of comparative typology in synchrony on
the double grounds: the indirect dialogue about crucial human problems
(mainly a solitary personal struggle against totalitarian regime) as well as
usage of a similar artistic method to bring it to their audience.

The article deals with the problem of freedom as a core problem high-
lighted in literary and political works of Ivan Bahrianyi and George Orwell.
1t traces similarities and differences in the authors’ perception of the notion
and ways it changes in various circumstances. It proves that the Ukrainian
author pays more attention to the national aspect of freedom than his British
counterpart does, which might be explained both by the differences in the
worldviews (Ivan Bahranyj always defined himself as a socialistic patriot,
while George Orwell often was perceived as a generalist and the citizen of the
world) and by the political conditions of the nations the writers represent. In
terms of personal freedom both authors claim it to be a crucial value for
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every person as it is closely connected with notions of dignity, self-respect,
dreams realization etc. and defines the very existence of humankind.

Generally the article emphasizes the role and place of the writers in the
anti-totalitarian discourse of the XX century. It draws attention to the fact
that Ivan Bahrianyi and George Orwell devoted all their lives and literary ef-
forts to the struggle for a free personality, who is not to be oppressed by any
political regime. To achieve this goal they employed completely opposite
methods, using positivism and negativism consequently as their basic artistic
impulses. Though their ways of describing world phenomena were different
the impact of their works and recipients’ perception of their main ideas is the
same.

Key words: Ivan Bahrianyi, George Orwell, typological approach, ge-
netic similarity, indirect dialogue, freedom, liberty, anti-totalitarian dis-
course, dignity, biographical approach.

Introduction of the problem and data analyses Comparative litera-
ture has a complex nature, as it is based mainly on the correlation of litera-
tures on a certain level of their development. It takes into account different
periods, styles, individual positions and general tendencies. This is the main
reason the modern typological approach as the constituent part of the latter
deserves studying, in terms of mutual influence of international and national.
According to A. Dima, any comparison of the former and the latter creates
conditions capable of better revealing peculiarities of each of the literatures'.
This way comparison can be performed in contrast in order to prove or dis-
miss any concert put forward by an inquisitive researcher.

Following the position of the Ukrainian researcher L. Oliander, all the
national literatures are numerously interconnected through personalities of na-
tional writers who cooperate with literary worlds of other writers®. Therefore
their study facilitates both national and world sciences, as well as it helps to
reveal peculiarities of the world literary process development.

Quite often it happens that the object of comparative study is chosen of
the basis of the direct or indirect dialogue which exists between writers.
L. Oliander talks about several groups of dialogues: direct (1), i.e. a direct
dialogue and communication between two writers; indirect (2), i.e. it is con-
ducted through the thesaurus of a recipient, a dialogue between literary phe-
nomena that appeared independently from one another; mixed forms of dia-

! Juma A. TIpyuHIMITBI CpaBHUTENBHOTO JuTeparypoBeaeHus / A.[luma. — M.: MznarenscTBo
«IIporpeccy, 1977. —227 c. — C. 190.

> Onsugep JI. TIpobraeMn MiKIiTepaTypHOro Tiamori3My: KOMIApaTHBICTCHKHil acreKT /
JI. Onsupep / Jlitepatypo3naBua kommnaparuBictuka. Hapuaneauit mocionuk / Pen. P.T. I'po-
sk, .B. Ilamyma. — Tepromins: Penakuiitno-sumaBauunit Bigmin TAITY, 2002. — 331c. — C.
20-28. - C.21.

ISSN 2304-7402. ITpukapnarcekuii BicHuk HTL. CinoBo. —2019. — Ne 3(55).



[TOPIBHSJIBHO-TUIIOJIOI' TYHI CTY 11T 141

logues (3)°. The notion of the indirect dialogue attracts particular attention as
it usually arises around general humane problems and events, e.g. world wars,
ecology, world catastrophes, totalitarianism etc. *. The reasons of similarities
and differences usually result from «common and different historical circum-
stances» in which works under question were created’. In this context all the
similarities provide the grounds to claim there exists a single picture of the
world literature process, and it serves as a setting for visible national differ-
ences’.

The subject of this article is the problem of a free person in the works of
Ivan Bahrianyi and George Orwell, while the objective of the article is to re-
search into the notions of positivism and negativism of the authors as their lit-
erary impulse and to investigate the connection between the impulse chosen
and the recipients reaction. Literary works of both authors take part in the first
part and middle of the XX century, when the whole world faced fundamental
geopolitical as well as anthropological changes. These changes brought on a
fresh approach to eternal issues and motives, as well as the place of a human
in the world.

Main body Similarities and parallels in the fates, worldviews and gen-
eral impact of the works of Ivan Bahrianyi and George Orwell provide solid
grounds for typological comparison of their works, and this is to be done on
the levels of themes and ideas. Both authors were convinced socialists in their
political views, but they became bitterly disappointed in the social ideas being
put into real life’,* (especially on the examples of the USSR and the Social
Revolution in Spain). R. Williams, who is a well-known researcher of George
Orwell artistic personality, emphasized that the general effect of the latter’s
works is the paradox effect. He points out that the author was a socialist who
popularized a fierce and destructive criticism of socialism, believed in equal-
ity and confronted class system, but in his works he highlighted the idea of

3 Ossanzep JI. TIpobnemu MbKITITEpaTypHOTO Aiajiori3My: KomrapatusBicTehkuii actiekt / JI. OmsiH-
nep / Jlireparypo3naBua kommapartusicTrka. Hapuaneauii nocionuk / Pen. P.T. T'pomsik, I.B. [Tamy-
ma. — TepHorinb: Penaxuiiino-sunasamanii Bimain TAITY, 2002. —331c. — C. 20-28. - C. 21.

4 Ibid. — C. 22.

> Bpaiiko O. Ykpaincbka koMnaparuBicTuka apyroi nonosuHu XX — moyarky XXI cr. / Ha-
[iOHATBHI BapiaHTH JIiTEpaTypHOI KoMmapatuBicTuku / HamionansHa akamemis Hayk YKpai-
uy; [a-T miteparypu im. T.I'.Illeuenka; [[.C. Hamusaiixo, T.H. [enncosa, O.B. Jlybinina ta
in. — K.: Bugasanunii gim «Crtumnocy, 2009. — C. 386-439 — C. 387.

6 Tuma A. [IpHHIMIEI CPABHUTENBHOTO THTEpaTypoBenckus / A.Jluma. — M.: U3naTenscrso
«IIporpeccy, 1977. —227 ¢. — C. 166

7 Boitummmu 1O. Ian Barpsmmii. Jliteparypro-GiGmiorpadiuna crymis / FO.Boiiummmn /
VYxpainceka BinbHa akaneMis Hayk. Cepis Jlitepatypa. U.10. — Binnimer, OtraBa, 1968. — 90 c. —
C.

¥ Freeguard Gavin, Orwell Lecture 2007 [Enextponnmii pecypc] Pexum nocrymy:
http://theorwellprize.co.uk/news/gavin-freeguard-orwell-lecture-2007/
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natural inequality and inevitable class system’. As M. O’Connor puts it «he
was also a man of tremendous contradictions. A self-proclaimed socialist, the
young Blair would often complain about the repugnant condition in which the
lower classes lived, particularly deriding them for their odor»'. Both Ivan
Bahrianyi and George Orwell left their motherlands, and in both cases, their
choice was only partially Volun‘[ary11 12 Both authors were radical critics of
the contemporary political regimes and they were not afraid to express their
points of view freely, therefore they often became targets of criticism in press.
Their works, publicist ones in particular, were not just objected and defamed,
but also misused and wrongly cited.

Interaction of these authors happens mainly in the form of the indirect dia-
logue on the topic which is important for both of them — freedom. As far as we
know there was no direct contact between these two authors, but, as it is noted by
Ivan Dziuba, it was Ivan Bahrianyi, who initiated and organized the Ukrainian
publication of «Animal Farm», a famous satire-dystopia by George Orwell, and it
was the very first translation of the work into a foreign language'®. Apart from
this fact, under the analyses, some of the images used by Ivan Bahrianyi in his
publicist works prove to be allusions on George Orwell works, in particular, his
dystopian novel «1984»; this fact allows to see the indirect dialogue, which is
built not only on the common problems, but works of authors as well.

Another reason for typological comparison of the works of these au-
thors is so-called double biographical approach. On the one hand we are talk-
ing about parallelism in lives of Ivan Bahrianyi and George Orwell that influ-
enced similarity of their worldview. On the other hand both authors used bio-
graphical method as a creative impulse. Works, especmll;l novels, of both au-
thors are based mainly on their personal experience M.Spodarets, who
was researching the problem and genre and style pecuharmes of prose of Ivan
Bahrianyi, came to a conclusion that it consists of new prose genres (novel-
pamphlet and a political novel) and original structure of the main character as

? Michael O’Connor Review of Gordon Bowker's "Inside George Orwell" [Enexrponumuii pe-
cypc] Pexxum moctymy:http://www.netcharles.com
' Williams Raymond, Culture and Society, Columbia University Press, 1983 p. 362p. — P. 286.
" TIpasmiox O. Kypkysnbscbkum msxom / O.TIpasmiok / Barpsuuii 1. BuGpani tBopu / Yio-
psa., aBTop nepeam. Ta npuMitok M. banaxmunpkuii. — K.: Cmonockun, 2006. — C. 506-520.
"2 Taylor D. J. Review of Emma Larkin's "Secret Histories: Finding George Orwell in a
Burmese Teashop" The Sunday Times, 22 August 2004 [Enexrponnuii pecypc] Pexum mo-
ctymy: http://www.netcharles.com/ orwell/articles/col-burmeseteashop.htm
1 Ilsio6a 1. Bpouebiiina my6ninuctuka. Ipan barpsuii. [Enexrponnuii pecypc]. — Pesxum
Roctymy: http://www.day kiev.ua/uk/library/books/bronebiyna-publicistika-ivan-bagryaniy

* Yekanina B. «Mu e. Bymn. 1 Gymem mu. M Bitumsha mama 3 Hamm» // «Kpumchbka
Ceitmums»y. — 2006. — Ne 9. — 24 mor. / [EnextponHsIi pecypc] — Pexxum moctymy:
http://svitlytsia.crimea.ua/?section=article&artID=3635
> There's more to George Orwell than politics [Enextponnnii pecypc] Pesxum moctymy:
http://www.guardian.co.uk/books/booksblog/2010/jan/2 1/ more-to-george-orwell-politics
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well as an autobiographical phenomenon'®. In our opinion, similar features
are characterizing the works of George Orwell. Though literary and artistic
methods of the authors often differ, they are united by a similar way of think-
ing and ideology of their works. Therefore genetic kinship, which is under-
stood as a simultaneous appearance of the same theme in different literatures
and works of different authors as a result of certain historical events influ-
ence, becomes one of the basis of typological similarity in their works.

As it was stressed above, a crucial idea of the Ivan Bahrianyi and
George Orwell works is a human striving for freedom in all of its possible
meanings. O. Pererva characterizes Ivan Bahrianyi as a writer who was born
to be free and proud, who sacrificed his talent, love and courage in a struggle
against totalitarianism and cruelt;r of dominant regimes, against slave-like
psychology of his fellow citizens'’. R. Williams claims that prose written by
George Orwell is closely connected to freedom and social opportunity of
truth’ , because the author in question belong to those people, who found
themselves in a fight for independence'’.

Both Ivan Bahranyj and George Orwell try to reveal the importance of
freedom in all of its aspects, freedom of a personality on the background of
spiritual, social and political phenomena. They are united by their common
belief in a person, in his undefeatable spirit, courage and kindness*’,*'. While
studying the works of these two authors, most researchers pay a lot of atten-
tion to their interpretation of personal freedom in the circumstances of a to-
talitarian regime, and it is only natural as works of the writers were heavily
influence by the historical period they witnessed. Anti-totalitarian discourse
of Ivan Bahrianyi and George Orwell shows itself as a logical reaction on the
political situation in the world, as the very existence of anti-humane regimes
could not come unnoticed and leave its imprint on human consciousness and
in literature as well. Following O. Bodnar, we agree that George Orwell and
Ivan Bahrianyi belong to the generation of writers who demonstrated a brutal
introduction and interference of politics in literature®.

' Bamakmanpsxuit M. «Hosa perniriiinicts» IBana barpsuoro: Mouorpadis / M. bamaxiuis-
kuii. — K.: Cmonocku, 2005. — 167 ¢. —C. 22

" Haciuuuk O.B. O6pa3 cBiTy i KOHUENLis repos y TBopuocti Yiaca Camuyka it OnexcaH-
pa ComxeHiluHa B'SI3HUYHO-TaO0pOBOi TemaTtuku [TekcT]: aBTOpedep. auc... KaHd. (IOl
Hayk. 10.01.05 — mopiBHsUTBHE JiTEpaTypO3HABCTBO, TepHOMUIBCHKUIN HAliOHATBHHUNA IT€Aaro-
riuamnit yaiBepcuret iM. Bomonumupa ['Hatioka. TepHomins, 2004. 20c. — yxp.

'8 Williams Raymond, Culture and Society, Columbia University Press, 1983 p. 362p. —P.288
" Ibid. —P.289

2 I'pumko B. Hesracua Bipa B mouny / barpsiauii I. BuGpani TBopu / YIOpsiL., aBTOP MEpeaM.
Ta npuMiTok M. banakmunpkuii / [Ban Barpsauii. — K. : Cmonockum, 2006. — C.579-599.

! King Steve, Orwell's Warning [Enexrponnnii pecypc] Pesxum goctymy: http://bnreview.
barnesandnoble.com/t5/Daybook/Orwell-s-Warning/ba-p/5023

> Boguap O. 1. Xy0xHb0-y0miECTHYH Bi3ii TOTamiTapu3My y TBopuocTi M.PyHHIBKOTO
ta JIx. OpBemna [TekcT]: penenTuBHO-KOMYHIKaTUBHHN acteKkT. ABToped. muc... kaHm. di-
mon. Hayk: 10.01.05 — mopiBHAIBHE MiTepaTypo3HaBcTBO / bomuap Oner Iroposuu; TepHO-
MUTBCHKAN HAIIOHAIBHUH menaroridauii yHiBepcuteT iM. Bonoaumupa ['matioka. Tepromins,
2012. - 20c. —yxp. —C. 1
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A high level of political consciousness of Ivan Bahrianyi and George
Orwell and their desire to depict ongoing processes in literature are not soli-
tary responsible for the literary criticism of totalitarianism in the works of
these authors. They also paid attention to the influence of anti-humane re-
gimes the processes of self-realisation and self-defining, therefore their works
emphasize all the destructive consequences of the freedom repression and
limitation for a personality. According to V. Kokhanovsky, a person will
never willingly accept a social regime that limits their right to be free*’. Both
Ivan Bahrianyi and George Orwell show a characteristic wish to depict all the
negative consequences of the Marxist and Nazi ideas realization, as they lead
to depreciation of a personality. According to V. Myronov, a purely dogmatic
interpretation of Marxist ideas causes absolute annihilation of individual in
order to reach communal and social**. This idea of forced equality presented
itself as the basis for socialism, as a result inner freedom was neglected and
the very idea of it was considered wrong, because a common person was
treated as a “part of a mechanism” in a big bureaucratic and administrative
system™.

It would be absolutely wrong, though, to claim that civil and literary
works of the authors under study are all about criticism of political regimes,
with no other ideas. Ivan Bahranyj is a citizen of a socialistic country, who
tries to show the world all the downsides and injustice of the system from the
point of view of an insider. At the same time the author protests not against a
communist utopia, but against a lopsided way in has been put into life. He
emphasizes that there hides a hideous reality behind beautiful and attractive
slogans, and more than that, these slogans cost a lot of lives. To put it differ-
ently, he protests against the system that deprives a person the right to be free.
It is important to stress that according to Ivan Bahrianyi freedom is not de-
termined by the external factors only. On the contrary, while external freedom
often depends on the social environment and other outer conditions, it is the
inner freedom and integrity and values which form the core of a person. This
writer also pays special attention to national freedom and defines it as a cru-
cial condition of the freedom of person fulfillment. According to A. Dima,
there are literatures which have a significant striving to universality of gen-
eral-European unity, while the other literatures tend to be more nationally
closed”™. In our opinion, Ivan Bahrianyi represents the latter type of literature,
as he claimed himself that one of the tasks of a contemporary Ukrainian

» Koxanosckuii B.IT. ®unocopus (YuebHoe mocodue) / [Enextponnuii pecypc]. — Pesxim
noctyiy: http://royallib.ru/book/kohanovskiy valeriy/filosofiya uchebnoe posobie.html

* Mupouos B. ®unocopus: Yuebuuk mus By3os / [ox obur. pen. B. B. Muponosa. — M.:
Hopwma, 2005. - 673 c. —C. 659

» Muponos B. ®unocodus: YueGuuk mis By3os / Ilox o6 pex. B. B. Mupososa. — M.:
Hopwma, 2005. — 673 c. —C. 667

*® TTuma A. TIpHHIMIIBI CPABHUTEILHOTO IUTepaTyposeaenns / A Jluma. — M.: M3naTenscTBo
«IIporpeccy, 1977. =227 c. — C. 166
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writer is national self-affirmation®’. The reason for this, as H. Malanij claims,
was the fact that Ukrainian intellectual circles were urged by the stateless
state of Ukraine as an independent country, therefore they tried to affirm
Ukrainian originality and were looking for practical ways to make Ukrainian
integrity a reality, as a result these aspirations influenced literary and creative
works of writers and artists™®.

This is all closely connected with the key tone both of the authors
choose to write in. They are completely opposite judging the style, informa-
tion delivery and final message. As E. Weinberger puts it «Orwell is tiresome
and negative, and might have profited from a little easygoing complacency»™.
At the same time Ivan Bahrianyi is noted as one of the greatest optimists of
the period. While the British author tells «tales of woebegotten souls who
achieve freedom at great personal risk and sacrifice only to see that freedom
stripped away through deception and cheating»’, the Ukrainian writer proves
it right to fight till the victorious end, which the readers clearly understands
from all of his novels. The marvelous thing about both authors this is that
their warnings and literary works suggest Bahrianyi and Orwell are still alive.
Their positivism and negativism consequently send a special message to the
readers to never give up, but go and change the world injustices around them.
While the artistic impulses of the writers contradict each other, we can wit-
ness a certain opposition of encouragement and hopeless criticism, the final
impact of their literary works proves to be the same.

Conclusion Summing it up, [van Bahrjany was never considered a con-
venient author for Soviet reality. He discarded idea of liberties and inner free-
dom of a person who represented a nation without a national state. This
writer’s characters are spiritually free in the conditions of physical oppres-
sion, but when they break free from their oppressors, there comes into action
so-called «Motherland gravity». They want their land to be independent, only
then will they feel self-sufficient and free indeed. In this aspect characters of
the Ivan Bahrianyi resemble the writer himself, as in the Soviet reality he was
a non-conformist, defined by his national devotion and persistence in the idea
that every personality is equally important.

* Barpsnnii I. Posrpom: Iogicte-Bepren / Barpsuuii 1. BuGpani Topu. T.2. — K.: FOHiBepc,
2006. — C. 527-652.

¥ Mananiit H.I. Tumosioris exk3ucTeHIiaiB BiiffHE B yKPATHCHKO-HIMEIILKOMY JTITEPaTypPHOMY
npocropi (Ha Marepiani mpo3oBux TBopiB npo [pyry CsitoBy BiiiHy) [Tekcr]: aBroped.
Jmc... kaua. ¢iton. Hayk. 10.01.05 — mopiBHsJIbHE JIITEPaTypO3HABCTBO, TepHOMUIBCHKHUN
HaliOHAIBHUN TeAaroridHuii yHiBepcureT iM. Bonoanmupa I'natioka. — Tepromins, 2011. —
20c.—C.6

* Weinberger Eric Contrarian of note: an Orwell defense in brief chapters [Enextponnuii pe-
cypc] Pexxum moctymy: http://www.netcharles.com/orwell/articles/col-contrarianofnote.htm

3 Michael O’Connor Review of Gordon Bowker's "Inside George Orwell" [Enexrponnuii
pecype] Pexxum moctytry: http://www.netcharles.com
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George Orwell was not a convenient author as well. D. Taylor, who was
researching his works, claims that form the point of view of the writer a
common person values privacy more than other states or conditions’', and this
was what defined the main idea of his work. National self-affirmation is not
foreign to George Orwell, but it is much less prominent in his works, compar-
ing them to the works of Ivan Bahrianyi. D. Kerr writes that George Orwell
was «the citizen of the world»’. At the same time A. Zverev claims that in in
his civil and publicist works George Orwell made a central topic of British
mass psychology, character and national type®. Consequently, though this au-
thor often takes a cosmopolitical position, his British origin reveals itself in
the «inborn morals» and worldview values. It influences the writer’s charac-
ters directly: their main features are not intelligence and spiritual superiority,
but a sense of dignity. George Orwell treats freedom as a spiritual and psy-
chological notion, which finds its realization in a person being faithful to
them. He might consider a free person not being tied to some country, but ex-
ternal freedom is crucial in his perception, it is perceived as given. Contrary
to Ivan Bahrianyi, who views freedom from romantic but maximalist posi-
tions, and who is ready to sacrifice a lot for it, George Orwell considers it ac-
ceptable to turn to social-economic escapism or conformism under the condi-
tions of inner integrity being kept intact.

To sum up, events of the interwar period of the XX century caused a se-
rious literary and artistic feedback, they made writers analyse a lot of negative
phenomena of the time and show it in their literature, therefore they created a
common ground for an indirect dialogue between Ivan Bahrianyi and George
Orwell. These authors had a similar life ways and worldviews, and it gives the
grounds to talk about certain parallelism in their works, and they reveal them-
selves primarily in the choice of themes and main ideas. The main value for
both of the authors was freedom of a person and possibility to save one’s per-
sonality in the anti-humane ideas. This all resulted in their works becoming the
example of ine of the most powerful anti-totalitarian discourse, because both
Ivan Bahrianyi and George Orwell understood that the most dreadful thing
about totalitarianism is its urge for freedom deprivation, and freedom is the
very core of a human. Literary works of these authors are considered to be the
literary manifesto of a human dignity, and one can find a problem of freedom
touched upon in every work of the writers. It gives us grounds to talk about ex-
istence of an ideal of «a free person» of Ivan Bahrianyi and George Orwell,
which finds its realization in literature through a “free person” conception.

*! Taylor D. J. Big Brother — George Orwell Reflects, The Independent, 2002 [Enextposmmuii
pecype] Pexxum noctymy: http://theorwellprize.co.uk/george-orwell/about-orwell/d-j-taylor-
big-brother-george-orwell-reflects/

32 Kerr Douglas Orwell, Kipling, and Empire September-December 2008[EnexTpoHHuii pe-
cypc] Pexxum moctymy:www.finlay-publisher.com

3 3pepeB A.M. O crapmem Gpate u upeBe kuta / A.M.3Bepes // JIutepaTypHOe 0603peHHE. —
1989. — Ne9. — C. 56-61.
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Cmamms naoitiwna oo peoaxyitinoi konezii 4.03.2019 p.
Pexomernoosaro do opyky 0.¢.H., npoghecopom,
axademixom HAHY Pyonuyokum JI. 1.

IHO3UTHUBI3M VS HET'ATUBI3M SIK XYJTOXKHIA IMITY.JIbC
(KOMIIAPATUBHMMU IIILAXIA 10 TBOPHOCTI
IBAHA BAT'PAHOI'O TA 1 KOPI7KA OPBEJIJIA)

C. C. KobyTa
Ipukapnamcokuii Hayionanvruti yHieepcumem imeni Bacuna Cmeghanuka;
Kageopa iHo3eMHUX MO8 [ nepeKiady,
eyn. Lllesuenxa 57, 76000, leano-Ppankiecvk, Ykpaina

Cmamms npucesuena npobnemi nopisHanHs meopuocmi leana baeps-
Hoz2o ma [{ocopoxca Opsenna, a maxkoxc 8usglenHs AimepamypHo2o ma 0io-
epagiunoeo niorpynms 0as ix 3icmaeients y cunxpouii. Memorw oanozo 0o-
CNLIOJNCEHHs. € CNIBCMABIeHHsT OlaMempanlbHO NPOMULEHCHUX ABMOPCLKUX Me-
Mooi8 NUCbMEHHUKIB 3apadu 00CACHeHHs 10eHmuyHoi Memu. 30Kpema, Mo8a
ti0e npo Mak 36aHi HecamMugizm ma NO3UMUBIIM K MEOPUL IMNYIbCU ABMOPIE,
KOMpi NOGUHHI GUKIUKAMU ) Yyumada Oaxdcanus oismu, eminosamu ceoi idei
ma 3MiHI08amu c8im 008KOJA.
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B ocnoeniit wacmuni naykosoi po3eioku npoaranizoearo iimepamypHi
ocobucmocmi agmopig (Ha ocHosi bioepaghiunux ma nimepamyposHasuux 00-
CNLIOJHCEHb BIMYUSHAHUX MA 3aKOPOOHHUX HAYKOBYIB), A MAKOINC 6CMAHOBIEHO,
wo 3acmocyeanus 6ioepaghiunoco nioxooy 0/ GUEUEHHS | MPAKMYBAHHS iX
nYONIYUCMUYHUX [ XYOOICHIX MBOPI8 0ae 3M02y Kpauye 3p03yMimu i mouHiuie
8UOIIUMU OCHOBHI npobaemu ma idei meopyocmi aeémopie. Ocobusa ysaea
npUOINAEMbCAL TimepamypHiil Kpumuyi ma xapaxmepucmuyi meopuocmi lea-
Ha Bbaepanoeo ma [coposca Opeenna, kompi He quuie NPAMO 8KA3YVIOMb HA
OOMIHAHMHI pucu y meopax 000X NUCbMEHHUKIS, ane Ul 0aroms 3Mo2y 3iCma-
8UMU ABMOPCHKI THMEHYII IXHIX 3HAKOBUX DOMAHI8 ma NPOaHanizyeamu ix
eénaué Ha wumaya. OcHOBHA Yy8aza NPUOLIAEMbCA OCOOIUBOCNAM MPAKMY-
6AHHs NOHAMb 601 MA GLILHOI TOOUHU 8 AHMUMOMALIMAPHOMY OUCKYPCI
NUCLMEHHUKIB, A MAKONHC OOCTIONCEHHIO NepedyMO8 ma NPUYUH 8e0eHHs HUMU
HeNnpamMo20 0ianoy 6 Xy00HCHIX ma nyoIiyucmudHux meopax.

Busuenns ma ananiz Haykoeoi kpumuxu, Cnpamosanoi Ha 00CI0OHNCEeHHS
meopyocmi ma ocobucmocmeil leana bacpanoco ma [[xcopoxca Opsenna,
dae niocmasu cmeepodcysamut, wjo oioepa@iunuii nioxio 0036015€ pO3KpUMuU
HO8I napaneii NOPI6HAHHA ABMOPI8, a4 MAKONC 00360JIAE Kpawe 3po3yMimu
OCHOGHUU nocun ixuix meopie. [lpomucmasnenns nosumusizmy leana baeps-
Ho2o ma Hezamugizmy [[coposxca Opeenna ax meopyux iMnyibcié asmopis,
wo be3nocepedHbO BNIUBAIOMb HA PEYUNIEHMA, 008005Mb, WO NPOMULEHCH]
Memoou y 0aHOMY 8UNAOKY NPUBOOSIMb 00 0OHAKOBO20 Pe3VIbmamy.

Knrouoei cnosa: Isan bacpanuil, /[orcopdaic Opsenn, munono2ivnutl nio-
Xi0, eeHemu4Ha CnopioHeHicmbv, HenpsaAMull 0ianoe, 8o, c60000d, anmu mo-
manimapuuil OucKypc, 2ioHicms, bioepagiunuii nioxio.
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