YK 811. 111 367: 808. 51
Jlapuca [lagnenxo

HOBEJIIBCBHKA JIEKHIA AK BIIJ3EPKAJTEHHSA CBITOI'JIAAY
JIAYPEATA

Cmammio npucesueHo OOCHIONCeHHIO 3MICMOB0I  CKIA0080i mMakoz2o CneyuphiyHoco
MogneHnesoeo xcaupy ax Hobeniscoka nexyin. Yeazy 3o0cepediceno Ha npoodiemHo-memamudHux
Xapakxmepucmuxkax ameioMOBHUX NeKYil, AKI OYIu npoyumani raypeamamu 6 2aniy3i aimepamypu.
Ilpoananizo6ano YuUHHUKU, WO BNIUBAIOMb HA 3MICM JleKyii. Bcmanosneno 83a€mo38’ 130K Midic
memor 00nogioi ma oQiyiuHuM 00TPYHMYBAHHAM Ha2opoou uneHamu [lleedcvkoi akademii.

KurouoBgi ciioBa: myOmiune moBieHHs, HoOemiBcbKa JIEKIis, 3MICTOBA CKJIaJ0Ba, MPOOJIEMHO-
TeMaTU4H1 0COOJMBOCTI, CBITOTJIA laypeaTa.

OcTaHHIM YacoM CHOCTEpITra€eThCsl 1HTEPEC A0 JOCHIIKEHHS PI3HUX ACIEKTIB
myOJIIYHOTrO MOBJIEHHS 3 MOTJISIAY MParMaTUKK, IICUXOIIHTBICTUKH, COLIOJIHTBICTUKH
Ta KpUTUYHOrO aHaiizy auckypcy [Beketova; Chudinov; Kriuchkova; Fedoriv;
Riabokon]. 3nauna yacTrHa HayKOBUX POOIT 30Cepe/HKEHA HA BUBUCHHI IMTOJIITUYHOTO
auckypey [Kondratenko; Romaniuk and Zaiats; Strii; Zavalska; Zablotsky]. Jlekiis
K SKaHp MyOJIIYHOTO BHUCTYNY 3 YITKO CTPYKTYPOBAHOK MOJA4yer0 MepeBIpeHOi
HayKoBoI1 1H(popmalii nepedyBae y (hOKycl JIHIBICTUYHUX PO3BIIOK Y J1aXpOHIYHOMY
ta cuHXpoHiuHOMY acrekTax [Malavska; Lindberg; Fortuno; Yaakob]. ITpore Takwuii
cBoepigHui BuJ Jekiii sk HoOenmiBchka HE 4YacTO MOTparuisie 10 Koja 1HTepeciB
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daxiBmiB 1 moTpedye  MOrIMOJIECHOTO  BUBYEHHS  JIGKCUKO-TPAMATHYHUX,
JIHTBOPUTOPUYHUX 1 KOMMo3umiiHuX ocobmmBocterr [Hushchin and Musikhina;
Sofronova; Yang and Zhang].

AKTyallbHUM CBOTOJHI € BHBYEHHS MOTEHLIATy LMX JEKIii BIUIMBATH Ha
IPOMAJICbKY IYMKY, NEPEKOHYBaTH 1 CIIOHYKaTH ayAUTOPIIO 10 NEPEeOCMHCICHHS
IIIHHICHUX OpieHTHUPIB. OKPIM AETATHHOTO aHATI3y MOBHUX 3aC001B 1 KOMITO3HITIHIX
ocobmmBocTeit HobeniBChbKuX JEKIIiN, BaXJIMBUM TaKOX € 3BEPHEHHS JI0 X 3MICTOBO1
ckianoBoi. MeToro cTaTTi € qocniautu skuM unHoM HoOemiBchka JIeKiist po3KpHUBae
OCOOMCTICTh Jaypeara Ta BCTAHOBUTH YH BIUIMBAaE OQiliiiHE OOIPYyHTYBaHHs
HAropoau Ha BUOIp TEMU JIEKIII].

[Mpucymxenns HobGeniBcbkoi mnpemii mepeadayae BUTONOMICHHS KOPOTKOI
MPOMOBU-TIONSKN Ha cBATKOBOMY OeHkeri (The Banquet Speech) Tta mpountanus
nekiii (The Nobel Lecture). O6’ekTomM Hamoi poOOTH CTald aHTJIOMOBHI
HoOenmiBchki JIeKIii MNpoYMTaHI JaypeaTamMd B Tally3l JIITEpaTypu, SIKI BOHH
CIELIIbHO TOTYIOTh [JIsl IepeMoHii HaropomkeHHs. IIpeamerom anamizy €
poOJIeMHO-TeMaTHYH1 0co0auBOCTI HoOemBChKUX JEKUIA 3 jiTeparypu. Y Xo.l
JOCIIKEHHS! 3aCTOCOBAHO METOJl JIIHIBICTUYHOTO OIKCY Ta CIIOCTEPEKECHHS,
OMKMCOBHI METOJ] Ta KOHTEKCTYaJIbHO-1IHTEPIPETALIIMHUI METO/.

3a poku icHyBaHHs HoOemniBcbkoi npemii, 113 nucbMEHHUKIB CTalIK JaypeaTaMu
B 11K cdepi. i Hamoro mociipkeHHs, MU oOpanu Tekct HoOemiBChKUX JEKIIif
KEpYIOUUCh HACTYITHUM KPUTEPIEM: MOBA, SIKY BUKOPHCTOBYBAJM JlaypeaTH Yy CBOIX
nparsix, a came anriiiiceka. CiijJl 3a3Ha4UTH, 1110 MU HE aHaIi3yBaJH JIEKI11, iK1 OyJiu
BUT'OJIOIIEH] aHTJIIMCHKOIO MOBOIO, ajleé MpeMiiioBaHi TBOpH OyiIM HANMMCaHI 1HIIUMHU
MoBamu. IlociayroByrounck nanumMu odimiiiHoro caiity HoOeniBCbKOro KOMITETY,
OyJio 3po6sieHo BUOIpKY 3 TekcTiB 29 aBTopiB. Cepen HuxX 13 0ci0 He BUCTyHaiH 13
JeKuiero, abo BUrojowyBadd Jumie npomoBy-nofsky (Peawsspn  Kimmiar,
Pa6inapanar Tarop, bepuapn Illoy, JIxon Toncyopci, IOmxun O'Hin, Binbam
®onknep, Tomac Enior, Bincron Yepuumibs, Epnect Xeminryel, xxon CreliHOek,
Cemrtoen bekker, Ilatpixk Baiir, Exic Manpo). Takum uyuHOM, Hama BuOIpKa
cknagaerbess 3 16 nekuiit (Bumesam €iite, Cinknep Jlstoic, Ilepn bak, beptpan
Paccenn, Con bemnoy, Binbsim T'onaiar, Bosne Hloinka, Hamgin T'opnimep, epek
Bonkorr, Toni Moppicon, Illeiimac I'ini, Bigesaxap Haiinon, xon Kyt3ee,
I"aponsa [lintep, Hopic Jleccinr, bo6 [inan).

OOcsirn cTaTTl HE M03BOJIAIOTH HAM JIETAIbHO 3YMUHUTHUCS HA KOXKHOMY 3
ompalrbOBaHUX TeKCTiB. Hukue momano anami3 Tprox HoOeniBChbKUX JICKITIH, 1110 Hi B
AKOMY pa3l HEe MNPUMEHIIYE BaXJIMBICTh I1HIIMX aBTOPIB. AJDKE came 3aBIsSKU
PI3HOMAHITTIO TéM Ta 0aratomy JIHTBICTUYHOMY MaTepially, MM 3MOTJIM JIOCSTTH
MOCTaBJIeHOI MeTU. BukopucTanuii y poOOTi UTIOCTPATUBHUIA MaTepiall 3HAXOAUThCS
Ha odimiitHoOMy caiTi HobeniBcbkoro KOMITETY

[https://www.nobelprize.org/nobel_prizes/literature/laureates/]
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Cinknep Jlptoic orpumaB mpemito 'y 1930 poui «3a moTyxkHE 1 BUpasHe
MUCTEITBO OMKCY 1 3a PIAKICHE BMIHHS 3 JOTEIMHICTIO 1 TyMOPOM CTBOPIOBAaTH HOBI
THIIM TIEPCOHAXiB». MOro neximis «AMepHKAHCHKHIl CTpax IiTepaTypm», y SKii
KPUTHKYIOTBCSl JIITEpaTypHI CTaHAApTU Ta OOMEXKEHICTh MOMyJIIpHOI B AMepuill
JiTepaTypu, BUKINKana mupoke oorosopenns y CLIA.

... | 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 omucy, BiH SCKPaBO CTBOPIOE YSIBHY CHUTYallilO
HaropoJKEHHSI BIJJOMUX MUCbMEHHUKIB-CIIIBBITUM3HUKIB 1 JEHI0 CApKACTUYHO
KOMEHTYE MOXJIMBY HETaTUBHY PEAKIIl0 aMEPHKAHCHKOIO CYCHUIbCTBA YEpE3 yce
TOM e CTpax CHpPaBKHBOI 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 cBoili nekuii, JIploic AIMICHO CTBOPIOE HOBUW CATUPUYHHUI TEPCOHAK —
171eaTbHOTO0 aMEpPUKAHCHKOTO MUChbMEeHHUKA. | came 1el onuc-aediHilis po3KpUBae
HOTO TPUBOTY Ta 3aHEMOKOEHICTh CTAHOM PEYEH:

... iIn 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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HaBeneni ypuBKM pPO3KpHUBAIOTh MUCBMEHHHKA SK COLIAJBHOTO KPUTHKA
CaMOBJIOBOJIEHOTO aMEPUKAHCHKOTO CyCIiIbCTBa 30-X POKIB MUHYJIOTO CTOJITTS.

AMepukaHchbkuii ucbMeHHUK Coil bennoy oTpuMaB NMPECTHKHY HAropoay y
1976 poui «3a mrOACHKE PO3YMIHHS 1 TOHKUH aHali3 CY4YacHOi KyJbTYpH, SKi
OpraHiyHO TO€IHaHI y Horo TBopax». HoOemiBchbka JNeKiis I[bOTO Jiaypeara — IIe
TIMOOKUN PO3AYM TIPO POJb Tepos, MEPCOHaXKa y JITEpaTypHUX TBOpaxX Ta HOTO
BIIJIMB HA ynUTayda.

| myself am tired of obsolete notions and of mummies of all kinds but I 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? | 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.

Byayuun mmpoko 06i3HaHuM y cdepi ginocodii Ta KyJIbTypH 1 MOCUIAIOYUCH HA
psAn BUAATHUX MucinuteniB (Hanpukian, ['erens, [Ipyct, Toncroit, Yunna), bemioy
BOauae 0CoOJIMBY POJIb MUCTEIITBA B JIIOJICBKOMY JOCBIJII:

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 3aHEMOKOEHUHN CBITOTJISIOM Ta CBITOCHPUIHATTAM HOro Cy4acHHUKIB
1 HaroJIONIy€e Ha BaXJIMBOCTI BIACHUX BUMHKIB Ta CY/I’)KEHb KOXKHOT OCOOUCTOCTI:

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 cBoiit HoOeniBebkii ekuii bemnoy maiicTepHo MoeaHye aHali3 KyJbTypH 3
¢dinocopchbKUMH pO3AyMaMH PO XapaKTep Cy4yacHOI UBLII3ALIIT Ta IOJIIO JIFOACTBA.

VY 2005 Oputancekuit gpamarypr 'aponsn IlinTep OyB BiA3HAUCHHI YjieHAMU

[IIBencbkoi akaneMii 3a Te, M0 «y CBOIX I'€cax PO3KPHUBAE MPIPBY, LIO JICKUTH ]l
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MOBCSIKJICHHOIO CY€TOI0, 1 BPUBA€ThCS B KaTiBHI THOOJMEHHs». Ha Hamry aymky,
HoOGeniBcbka mpomoBa 1BOrO OpPHUTAHCHKOTO Jpamarypra 1 moeta «MuCTenTBo,
npaBja Ta MOJITHKAY - 11 HOro 6e3KkoMIpoMicHe OaueHHs By Ta BIMHU:

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.

e #ioro 6om04ue CIPUIAHATTS CMEPTI Ta HACKIJIbCTBA:

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

Le fioro HENPUIHATTS NOBCSAKIEHHO1 0aii1y>KOCT1 MEPECIYHOr0 rpoMaIsiHIHA:

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.

Lle fioro 3BepHEHHS J10 JIFOJACHKUX 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?

Le fioro HemoXMTHa Bipa y CHIly 100pa Ta mpaBiu:

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.

[le moTyXHUI 3aKJIMK 10 MOWIYKY HpaBAH, A0 T'POMAASHCHKOI PIIIYYOCTI Ta
T1JTHOCTI:

| 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.

HooGeniBcpka nekiiss [Naponbna IliHTepa BuKIMKana Oarato KOMEHTapiB Ta
nebariB, y NeKUX 3 AKX WOro 3BUHYBauyBaJld y aHTHaMepuKaHi3mi. HaBeneH1 Buiie
YPUBKU SICKPABO JEMOHCTPYIOTH YITKY T'POMAASHCHKY MO3UIII0, IIUPY 1 TIMOOKY
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TypOOTy mpo >XKepTB OyAb-IKOTO HACWJUIA 1 BIpy B MOpPaJbHY IepeBary 3BUYaiHOI
JIFOAVHU.

Pe3yabTaTH HAmOro AOCTIDKEHHS CBiA4aTh MpPO Te, IO ICHYE TICHUU
B3a€MO3B’SI30K MK 3MICTOBOIO CKJIafoBor0 HoOemiBChbKOi JIeKINi Ta CBITOIJISIOM
Jaypeata 1 1l MOJKHA PO3TJIAIATH SK CTUCIIE, ajle HA3BUYAHO TOTYKHE BUPAKCHHS
Horo JMOACHKUX Ta npodeciiiHux sikoctel. [IpoananizoBaHi TEKCTH CBiIYaTh PO TE,
mo odimiiiHe OOIPYHTYBaHHS HAropoJW 3HAYHOIO MIpOI0 BJIIMBAE HA BHOIp TeMHU
nekuii. HobeniBcbka JEKIlis Haga€e MOXJIMBICTh HE TIIBKU BIAUYTH JIiTEpaTypHUI
CTHJIb aBTOpa, ajie¢ ¥ HaONM3UTHUCA JO PO3YMIHHS HOTO COILIaIbHUX, MOpAaJbHHUX,
MOJIITUYHUX, PETITIHHUX Ta €CTETUYHUX LIHHOCTEH.

IlepcneKTHBOI TOAANBIINX PO3BIIOK MOKE OyTH TMOPIBHSIHHS aKaJAeMiuHOI
nekuii Ta HoOGemBChKOi JIEKIIT 3 TOUKH 30py KOMIO3ULIWHOT CTPYKTYpH Ta apceHary
MOBJICHHEBHUX 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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