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GLOBAL CHALLENGES IN THE LIFE SITUATIONS OF UKRAINIAN YOUTH

Abstract. The formation of modern youth takes place in the period of socio-political transformations, directly
impacting the life orientations of young people, their behaviour, social-economic situation. These factors contribute
to the spread of risks associated with threats to health and life, uncertainty of life start and self-realization, value
and regulatory uncertainty. The purpose of the article: to study approaches to identifying risk factors that impact
the youth environment. Research methods applied: analysis and synthesis of scientific literature (to clarify the key
concepts of the study), systematization (in order to identify existing scientific approaches to solving the problem),
theoretical generalization (to formulate the final provisions and conclusions). If earlier scientific researches were
mainly concentrated within the limits of natural-scientific and economic courses, now the allocation of a separate
interdisciplinary direction — riskology is actual. The majority of young people experience the problem of life-start,
which has a negative impact on the working career of young people, their family life and lifestyle and makes young
people financially dependent on their parents. Globalization has had a significant impact on the development of the
risk society. In the context of globalization, traditional social ties are being destroyed; young people avoid traditional
restrictions, but at the same time lose a sense of reliability, stability, confidence in the future and feel anxious and
afraid of the need to choose. Therefore, public policy should take into account all the factors that have a negative
impact on the youth environment and help minimize the risks and form «socially healthy» youth.

Key words: factors, risk, social integration, student youth.

Introduction. These days adolescents and youth,
being the quarter of the world’s population, shape social
and economic development and build the foundation of
the world’s future. The beginning of the XXI century is
marked by the aggravation of youth problems in different
countries, among which Ukraine is no exception.
Nowadays, Ukrainian youth is affected by: political
and economic crisis in the country; unemployment;
unresolved housing conditions; poor health; social
disorders; economic and psychological dependence on
parents; marital and family problems (high divorce rate,
family conflicts); low birth rate; loss of ideals, social
perspective, and life optimism.

The article purpose: to consider the risk tendencies
in the life situations of modern Ukrainian youth. Research
methods: analysis and synthesis of scientific literature
(to clarify the key concepts of the study), systematization
(in order to identify existing scientific approaches to
solving the problem), theoretical generalization (to
formulate the final provisions and conclusions).

Literature review. Risk is closely linked to the
history of social development and has always existed,
so knowledge of risks is of high demand. Risk research
has been conducted for a long time and constantly by
the representatives of a significant number of sciences.
Each of the sciences describes risk from its point of view,
builds schemes, identifies patterns and connections,
develops theory and proposes methods for managing
and minimizing risk. If earlier scientific researches
were mainly concentrated within the frames of natural-
scientific and economic disciplines, nowadays the
devision of a separate interdisciplinary direction — risk
science — becomes topical. Risk research includes but is
not limited to: theoretical doctrines of the «risk society»
of W. Beck [1], A. Giddens [2], and N. Luhmann [3];
«concept of social risk enhancementy after
R. Kasperson’s et al. [4]; «psychometric paradigms» of
risk after P. Slovic, S. Lichtenstein and B. Fishhoff [5].

Results. Based on the data of official statistics, we
consider the tendencies of risk in the life situations of
modern Ukrainian youth.

1. Social-demographic situation

The demographic component of social reproduction
plays a leading role in the social development of youth
and society. Birth and death rates, health and life
expectancy are among the most important indicators
that characterize the state of society, the degree of its
well-being. Social-demographic problems are among the
most acute in the life situations of young people. Issues
of setting a family or breaking it up, giving birth to a
child, child’s health and development, keeping health
and safety pose numerous risks for young people in any
society. Thus, uncertainty in these situations in a society
of risk increases.

The demographic situation is influenced by many
factors (economic, social, social-psychological, political,
environmental, demographic), which are the indicators of
society functioning. Taking conditions of demographic
situation as a basis, we can clearly trace the beginning of
of becoming a society of risk and its development.

The persistent depopulation is a direct evidence of
the growing risk in Ukrainian society. The dynamics of
population change demonstrates, that the beginning of
demographic degradation of Ukraine very accurately
coincides in time with the development of the systemic
crisis, and falls on 1994 (Table 1.)

The escalation of risk in society cannot but affect
the marital status of young people. Under conditions of
uncertainty, young people tend to refrain from making
responsible decisions and postpone marriages. This is
evidenced by the changes that take place in the marital
behavior of young people.

All modern tendencies taking place in marriage
sphere, can be observed in Ukraine. These are, first of all,
raising the age of people getting married for the first time.
In Ukraine it is lower than in most European countries.
Nowadays, the average age of first marriage registration
for women is 25 years, and for men — almost 28 years.
The tendency to early marriage, i.e. marriages before the
age of 18, has gone. The marriage curve of Ukraine has
a sinusoidal shape. The number of marriages decreases
sharply in a leap year. Accordingly, there are more of
them before and after a leap year (Table 2).
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Table 1.
Ukraine’s population, 1990 — 2020
(the number for 2002 is given on the basis of the All-Ukrainian census data — December 2001)
(since 2014 — excluding the occupied territories (Crimea, Sevastopol, parts of Donbass)

Year Number (thousands) Year Number (thousands)
1.1.1990 51838.5 1.1.2006 46 929.5 -351.3 -0.74%
1.1.1991 51944.4 105.9 0.20% 1.1.2007 46 646.0 -283.5 -0.60%
1.1.1992 52 056.6 112.2 0.22% 1.1.2008 46 372.7 -273.3 -0.59%
1.1.1993 52244.1 187.5 0.36% 1.1.2009 46 143.7 -229.0 -0.49%
1.1.1994 521144 -129.7 -0.25% 1.1.2010 45 962.9 -180.8 -0.39%
1.1.1995 51728.4 -386.0 -0.74% 1.1.2011 45 778.5 -184.4 -0.40%
1.1.1996 51297.1 -431.3 -0.83% 1.1.2012 45 633.6 -144.9 -0.32%
1.1.1997 50818.4 -478.7 -0.93% 1.1.2013 45 553.0 -80.6 -0.18%
1.1.1998 50370.8 -447.6 -0.88% 1.1.2014 45 426.2 -126.8 -0.28%
1.1.1999 49 918.1 -452.7 -0.90% 1.1.2015 42 928.9 -2497.3 -5.50%
1.1.2000 49 429.8 -488.3 -0.98% 1.1.2016 42 760.5 -168.4 -0.39%
1.1.2001 48 923.2 -506.6 -1.02% 1.1.2017 42 584.5 -176.0 -0.41%
1.1.2002 48 457.1 -466.1 -0.95% 1.1.2018 42 386.4 -198.1 -0.47%
1.1.2003 48 003.5 -453.6 -0.94% 1.1.2019 42 153.2 -233.2 -0.55%
1.1.2004 47 622.4 -381.1 -0.79% 1.1.2020 419024 -250.8 -0.59%
1.1.2005 47 280.8 -341.6 -0.72% 1.1.2021 41 588.4 -314.1 -0.75%

Source: [6]
Table 2.
The number of marriages in Ukraine, 1990 — 2019
(since 2014 — excluding the occupied territories (Crimea, Sevastopol, parts of Donbass)

Year Distribution in units Year Distribution in units Year Distribution in units
1990 482 753 2000 274 523 2010 305933

1991 493 067 2001 309 602 2011 355 880

1992 394 075 2002 317 228 2012 278 276

1993 427 882 2003 370 966 2013 304 232

1994 399 152 2004 278 225 2014 294 962

1995 431 731 2005 332 143 2015 299 038

1996 307 543 2006 354 959 2016 229 453

1997 345013 2007 416 427 2017 249 522

1998 310504 2008 321992 2018 228 411

1999 344 888 2009 318 198 2019 237 858

Source: [7]

In the European Union, there are 1 million divorces
per year (6 000 marriages and 2 700 divorces per day)
and 7 out of 10 European families have no children.
In the USA, 53% of marriages end in divorce (every 6

seconds). The lowest number of divorces is observed in
Ireland — no more than 15% annually and Chile —3% [8].

Inrecent years, there has been a downward tendency
in the number of divorces in Ukraine (Table 3).

Table 3.

The number of divorces in Ukraine, 1990 — 2019
(since 2014 — excluding the occupied territories (Crimea, Sevastopol, parts of Donbass)

Year Distribution in units Year Distribution in units Year Distribution in units
1990 192 835 2000 197 274 2010 126 068
1991 200 810 2001 181 334 2011 182 490
1992 222 630 2002 183 538 2012 168 508
1993 218 974 2003 177 183 2013 164 939
1994 207 577 2004 173 163 2014 130 673
1995 198 300 2005 183 455 2015 129 373
1996 193 030 2006 179 123 2016 129 997
1997 188 232 2007 178 364 2017 128 734
1998 179 688 2008 166 845 2018 153 949
1999 175 781 2009 145 439 2019 138 005
Source: [7]

The Charitable Foundation «Family», with the
assistance of the Ministry of Social Policy of Ukraine,
conducted a study on the crisis of the Ukrainian family [9].
1 256 respondents aged 18 to 75 were interviewed in
5 cities of Ukraine — Kyiv, Konotop, Donetsk, Lviv,
Sevastopol. Among the respondents, 42% were male and
58% — female, 16% were divorced and 84% — married.
Survey results and statistics demonstrated that Ukrainian
families were no longer as strong as they used to be. 52-
62% of divorces were observed among young couples.
The peak of divorces occured in the first years of married
life due to a misunderstanding in a married couple,
mistrust, and financial difficulties. 30% of divorces took

place in the western regions of Ukraine, and 70% — in
the eastern. Thus, state support is to be aimed at shaping
the family image and preparing young people who enter
married life, because of numerous challenges they are
not ready for. Comprehensive preparation for marriage
helps to reduce the number of divorces and improve the
demographic situation.

The decrease in the birth rate is also considered as
an increased risk in society. Declining birth rates are a
significant threat to the processes of social and economic
development of any country, as they set a number of
risks for:

— Demographic stability: unfavorable population
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ratio in different age groups; increasing the rate of
population aging; population reduction due to a decrease
in the number of subsequent generations (e.g., if the birth
rate remains at 1.3 children per woman of childbearing
age in three demographic generations each lasting 30
years, the fourth generation is only 25% of the first
one) [10];

— Economic stability: the loss of competitiveness of
the national economy due to the reduction in the number
of'young skilled workers (according to Eurostat [11] 80%
of the latest technologies, used mainly by young people,
become outdated within 10 years; in countries whith high
production technologies predominating, older workers
cannot replace young employees with aqcuired modern
education); increase of supply fluctuations on the labor
market; reduction of reliability and sustainability of the
pension system and social security system; reduction
of opportunities for public health care for a growing
aging population due to limited fiscal resources; loss
of competitiveness of certain regions of a country due

to deepening disparities in the age structure of the
population;

— Social stability: increase in the income gap
between families with children and without children;
intensification of fluctuations in the level of workload on
educational institutions caused by «demographic waves»
of different cohorts; deepening of difference between the
number of desired and available children in families;
destruction of a «child-friendly» society as a threat to the
preservation of childbearing traditions.

During 2020, the population of Ukraine decreased
by 314.1 thousand people (excluding the occupied
territories of Crimea, Sevastopol, parts of Donbass). The
excess of the number of deaths over the number of live
births remains significant: 48 births per 100 deaths [12].

According to United Nations projections, by 2050
the population of Ukraine will have decreased by 16%
(Table 4).

Ukraine is among the top seven European countries
in terms of depopulation by 2050 (Table 5).

Table 4.
Projections of Ukraine’s total population (thousands)

Year Number Year Number Year Number Year Number

2025 42 339 2045 36 606 2065 31041 2085 26 622

2030 40 882 2050 35219 2070 29728 2090 25851

2035 39425 2055 33 826 2075 28 537 2095 25128

2040 38 002 2060 32423 2080 27 503 2100 24 413

Source: [13]
Table 5.
Average annual rate of Europe’s population change (%)
Region, country 2025-2030 2030-2035 2035-2040 2040-2045 2045-2050

1 [Bosnia and Herzegovina -0,54 -0,63 -0,72 -0,81 -0,89
2 | Albania -0,38 -0.48 -0,65 -0,78 -0,88
3 [Bulgaria -0,82 -0,88 -0,89 -0,87 -0,86
4 [Republic of Moldova -0,45 -0,60 -0,71 -0,78 -0,83
5 | Serbia -0,61 -0,68 -0,75 -0,80 -0,82
6 | Croatia -0,59 -0,64 -0,69 -0,74 -0,78
7 | Ukraine -0,70 -0,73 -0,74 -0,75 -0,77
8 |Lithuania -0,84 -0,85 -0,84 -0,77 -0,71
9 |Latvia -0,89 -0,87 -0,79 -0,72 -0,65
10 |Romania -0,50 -0,54 -0,58 -0,61 -0,64
11 [Poland -0,31 -0,42 -0.50 -0,56 -0,60
12 [North Macedonia -0,22 -0,36 -0.48 -0,55 -0,60
13 |Ttaly -0,28 -0,31 -0,34 -0,43 -0,57
14 | Greece -0,47 -0,42 -0,42 -0,47 -0,56
15 |Portugal -0,30 -0,34 -0,39 -0,47 -0,55
16 | Estonia -0.41 -0,48 -0,50 -0,50 -0,52
17 |Hungary -0,37 -0.45 -0,50 -0,51 -0,49
18 | Slovakia -0,17 -0,30 -0,40 -0,45 -0,47
19 | Spain -0,15 -0,20 -0,24 -0,31 -0,41
20 | Montenegro -0,10 -0,18 -0,27 -0,33 -0,37
21 |Slovenia -0,16 -0,23 -0,27 -0,31 -0,36
22 |Belarus -0,26 -0,35 -0,37 -0,35 -0,34
23 |Malta 0,08 -0,13 -0,26 -0,31 -0,31
24 | Andorra 0,04 0,01 -0,03 -0,14 -0,31
25 [ Germany -0,09 -0,12 -0,16 -0,21 -0,26
26 | San Marino 0,09 0,02 -0,06 -0,15 -0,26
27 |Russian Federation -0,25 -0,31 -0,30 -0,25 -0,22
28 | Netherlands 0,15 0,06 -0,05 -0,14 -0,20
29 | Finland 0,04 -0,02 -0,08 -0,11 -0,13
30 | Austria 0.16 0,08 0,00 -0,06 -0,12
31 | Gibraltar 0,09 0,08 0,05 -0,02 -0,11
32 [Czechia -0,02 -0,10 -0,12 -0,09 -0,06
33 |France 0.19 0,16 0.10 0,03 -0,03
34 [Liechtenstein 0,31 0,25 0,15 0,06 0,02
35 |Isle of Man 0,32 0,27 0,20 0,12 0,02
36 [Belgium 0,25 0,21 0,16 0.11 0,06
37 |Iceland 0,48 0,38 0,28 0,18 0,09
38 |Holy See 0,03 -0,03 0,05 -0,03 0,12
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39 |Faroe Islands 0.44 0,40 0.29 0,18 0,12
40 [Denmark 0,34 0,27 0,21 0,16 0,16
41 [United Kingdom 0,35 0,30 0.26 0,24 0.20
42 | Switzerland 0,55 0,43 0,35 0,30 0,26
43 | Channel Islands 0,59 0,50 041 0,33 0,27
44 |[Ireland 0,54 0.47 0.43 0,38 0.29
45 [Sweden 0,47 0,37 0,33 0,34 0,34
46 [Monaco 0,59 0,55 0,48 0,44 0,46
47 [Norway 0,78 0,70 0,61 0.54 0.49
48 |Luxembourg 0,87 0,79 0,71 0,63 0,56

Source: [13]

Therefore, encouraging an increase in the birth
rate is to become a strategically important direction of
Ukraine’s state policy. Due to the growing demographic
problems, reflected in the depopulation, aging of
population and decreasing of supply and quality of
labor forces, the relevance of this policy direction seems
undeniable.

1I. Life start situation

The starting positions of young people are broadly
seen as the initial potential of the younger generation
in social reproduction. Each new generation begins
life path, so to speak, not from a «blank slate», but by
imitating material conditions and perceiving the life
experience of previous generations. Succession of
generations provides a simple reproduction of society.
However, nowadays the pace of development of social
processes becomes so rapid that past experience is not
only insufficient, but often an obstacle to modernization.
Therefore, the starting potential of young people in
modern society is to contain an innovative component
that provides expanded social reproduction.

The problems of life start have a negative impact
on the working career of young people, their family
life and lifestyle. This is reflected in the difficulties
that young people overcome in achieving economic
independence, a stable position in the professional
sphere, in setting a family and in arranging household.
On the other hand, there are negative tendencies related
to the postponement of professional careers, obstacles to
a family setting, and financial dependence on parents.
Empirical indicators of un / successful social start are:
the level of education achieved before the social self-
determination; the state of employment; the breadth and
stability of interests; the direction of value orientations.
Each of them characterizes a certain aspect of a young
person’s social position and place in the system of social
relations, which allows not only to take a position in the
social structure, but also to realize individual identity. As
a result, different models of life start are formed.

1II. Potential for self-realization

The starting position at the very beginning of
a young person’s life path is the starting point for the
further self-realization. Realizing personal potential,
abilities and interests in the process of inclusion in public
life, young people find their own social status. Therefore,
self-realization of young people includes the process
of: self-determination; finding place in a society; self-
affirmation in various spheres of life (work, education);
self-expression, i.e. self-awareness.

In a risk society, opportunities for self-realization
undergo significant changes. In the individual-personal
plan, the risk in a situation of self-realization is displayed
in the uncertainty of opportunities: to implement life
strategy according to abilities and aptitudes; to express
oneselfin the results of activities; to feel individuality and
independence from circumstances. Social consequences
of self-realization uncertainty become apparent in the
changes taking place in the youth’s social composition,
social position, social mobility, and social stratification.

Researchers of the problem are forced to draw
the disappointing conclusion that in reality the driving
forces of self-realization of young people go beyond its
influence and control. Reflecting this tendecy, scholars
E.Furlong, D.Woodman [ 14] identify the following types
of youth strategies for self-realization:

— «Strategic» model — based on careful life planning
with clear goals for the professional development set.

— «Step-by-step» model — based on a vague
professional choice, the search for an interesting
profession without clear professional orientations.

— «Taking chance» model — characterises a society
of risk. The youth is aware of tendecies unpredictability
in the professional and other fields, thus simultaneously
attempt to realize interests and ambitions through
continuing education.

— «Wait-and-see» model — is characterized by a
complex of risk victim, which arises due to previous
failures, a sense of unnecessary action, and passive
expectation of a successful coincidence.

Self-realization is not limited to achieving
professional status. In addition, it includes setting a
family, gaining independence from the parental family,
arranging household, etc. The problem is in delay of
the status transitions for all these indicators. In modern
Ukrainian society, young people increasingly try to rely
on themselves, not wanting to depend on their parents,
which of course involves risk. In comparison, 68% of
young people in the EU from 16 years (considered as
the beginning of working age) to 29 years live with their
parents. Moreover, females stay with their parent less
often than males — 63% of females and 73% of males
live with their parents [15].

Thus, we can identify the main risk of society’s
influence on the self-realization of young people: (i) the
acquisition of professional status is forcibly postponed
by young people due to uncertainty in the labor market
and limited employment prospects; (ii) the gap in
opportunities for successful self-realization between
the younger and older generations widens; (iii) the
institutional factors of self-realization lose their influence
simultaneously with the strengthening of the tendency of
its individualization [16; 17].

1V. Search for moral support and social guidelines

In the process of self-realization, a young person
needs reliable life guidelines. Without a strong reliance
on social and group values, that exist in the collective
perceptions of people, it is difficult to find a personal
sense of existence, to define goals for the nearest and
longer perspective, to choose adequate action towards
these goals. Due to the normative-regulatory function of
values, the motivational sphere of consciousness of the
youth acquires a selective and purposeful character.

The effectiveness of search for such landmarks,
which can form the basis of a young person’s self-
awareness, depends both on a young person and on
the specific life situation. In any case, this is a difficult
and very controversial process. However, it is often
unpredictable in uncertainties and risk situations.
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There is a shift in the structure of value orientations  paradigm of social development. Reforming society,
of young people towards the so-called modern (post- its transition to modern one, involves the renewal
modernist) model, in which individual freedoms resist ~ of the entire system of social relations, as well as the
traditional (modernist) values. However, the pace modernization of productive forces and production
and the direction of change differ significantly, which relations. The process, connected with innovation in all

is determined by the level of well-being of young society spheres, cannot be fully predicted. This means
people [18]. it involves a certain risk. Under normal conditions,

In other words, by satisfying the basic needs of a  SOCiety is asystem tfhat devilops dynamifcallyc,l constantly
comfortable existence, modern societies demonstrate %\lflerc?mmg.ol?e_ a fler another stages of modernization.
idealistic and universalist aspirations. Moreover, these fere .O{e& rlsl in t etS(I){C.lity 18 .atne.cessary (.:gmponen;
new values are combined with traditionally liberal ones; ~ o) S0¢1a" deve QI)lme{I - Risk society is a speci 1c way 0f
freedom, tolerance, permissiveness organizing social relations, interaction and re ations o

C ’ lusi ’C derafi f ts of mod people in conditions of uncertainty, when the reproduction

Ollllc us101}11. orzisl e;a 1_01r(1 011 aspects o dmo elrln of living conditions, of physical and spiritual forces of an
approaches to the stu.y of nisk allows us to draw the — 4iyidyal aquires not socially conditioned, but mostly
following conclusions: «risk society» is actually a new random, probabilistic character.
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Baprom Onena IlaBniBHa
KaH/M/1aT TIeJ]aroriYHuX Hayk, Ipodecop
kadezpa corioorii Ta coriaabHOi pOOOTH
JABH3 «Yxroponcbkuii HallioHaJIbHUAH YHIBEPCUTET», M. YKIopoJ, YKpaina

INIOBAJIbHI BUKJIMKHA B dKUTTEBUX CUTYAIISAX YKPATHCHKOI MOJIO/I

Anortanis. @opmyBaHHs cyyacHOi MOJOII BinOyBaeThCsl B MEPiof] CyCIUIBHO-TIOMITHYHUX NIEPETBOPEHD, 1110
0e3mocepeIHbO BILTUBAE HA XKUTTEB1 Opi€HTAIlli MOJIO, 11 TOBEIHKY, COIIaIbHO-eKOHOMIYHE cTaHOBHIIIE. Taki yMOBH
CHPHSIIOTH NOIINPEHHIO PU3HUKIB OB’ SI3aHUX 13 3aTPO30I0 310POB’I0 Ta )KUTTIO, 3 HEBU3HAYEHICTIO JKUTTEBOTO CTApTy
Ta caMmopealizaui€to, [iHHICHO-HOPMaTHBHOIO HEBU3HAYEHICTIO. METOI0 IaHOT CTaTTi € pO3NIISIHY TH TeHICHIIIT pU3HKY
B JKUTTEBUX CHUTYAIiSIX Cy4acHOT yKpaTHChKOT MOJIOMi. MeToAu AOCTiKEHHS: aHai3 1 CHHTE3 HAyKOBOI JIITEpaTypu
(14 3’ sicy BaHHS KJIFOYOBUX ITOHATH JIOCIIDKEHHS ), CUCTEMaTH3allist (3 METOIO BUSIBJICHHSI HASIBHUX HAyKOBUX IMT1IXO/1B
JI0 BUpILIEHHS O3HAYEHOI NPOOJIeMH), TEOpEeTHYHE y3arajabHeHHs (1711 ()OPMYIIOBaHHS ITiJICYMKOBHUX I10JIOKEHb Ta
BHCHOBKIB). XapaKTepHOIO TSI OiIbIIOT YACTHHHU MOJIOJI € MpoOJieMa YKHUTTEBOTO CTapTy, KA YHHUTH HETaTUBHUI
BIUIMB Ha TPYAOBY Kap’€py MOJIOAMX JIIOAEH, iX ciMeiiHe *UTTS i croci® XUTTS Ta poOUTH MOJIOIL MaTepiajbHO
3aJe)XHUMH Bijx OarbkiB. HeaOusikuii BIUIMB Ha PO3BHTOK CyCIIUIBCTBAa PH3MKY 3poOmiia mroGaiizaris. B ymoBax
rmobaJizallii pyHHyIOThCS TPATUIiAHI COMiaNbHI 3B’ SI3KH; MOJIONb 3BUIBHIAETHCS BiJ TPAAUIIHHUX OOMEXEHb, aje
B TOH e 4ac 1o30aBise€ThCs MOYYTTs HaAIHHOCTI, CTablILHOCTI, BIIEBHEHOCTI B MaiilOyTHEOMY 1 Bil4yBa€ MOYYyTTS
TPUBOXHOCTI 1 CTpaxy mnepea HeoOXimHicTIoO BuOopy. ToMy aep»kaBHii MONITHL BapTO BPaxoByBaTH BC1 YMHHHKH,
10 poOJIATH HETaTUBHUHN BIUIMB Ha MOJIOMIDKHE CEPENOBHIIE 1 CIIPUATH MiHIMI3aIlil MPOSBY PU3UKIB Ta POPMYBaTH
«COLIAIEHO 3/10pPOBY» MOJIO/Ib.

KarouoBi cioBa: akropu, pusuk, colianbHa iHTerpais, CTyIeHTCbKa MOJIO/b.
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