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PECULIARITIES OF INTERACTION OF COURTS
AND MEDIA IN THE CONDITIONS OF DEMOCRACY

Theproblem ofcommunication between courts (judiciary) and the media is analyzed.
It is noted that in a democracy, both institutions are interested in effective interaction: the
judicial system - in the objectivity and completeness ofcoverage oftheir work, andjour-
nalists - in that they do not interfere in their activities to collectand disseminate informa-
tion about courts andjudges. The directions ofcooperation between courts and the media
are proposed.

Keywords: judiciary, courts, mass media, journalists, democratic principles.

Problem setting. Transparency in the functioning of state institutions is an
important feature of modern democracy. Citizens need to know who and how makes
socially important decisions, how they are implemented and what the consequenc-
es are for society as a whole. The implementation of this general principle of the
democratic system in the judiciary has significant differences, as the balance of
interests of society as a whole, individual groups and individuals in relation to
information about court proceedings must be constantly maintained. Violation of
this balance can create risks of human rights violations, undermining the authority
and public confidence in the court. The media play the role of an important social
mechanism in the interaction of the judiciary and civil society institutions. The
formation and effective functioning of a free press and independent judiciary
largely depend on the coordinated interaction of these two institutions of society:
the court as an independent authority and the media as an influential social mecha-
nism. The court is the guarantor of law and justice, an independent body for the
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protection of the rights and freedoms of citizens, designed to ensure the rule of law,
stability and law and order in society. The media, promoting the realization of one
of the fundamental rights of citizens - the right to information, is an expression of
public interests, a channel for forming public opinion and an instrument of public
control over the state and government (including the judiciary).

Recentresearch andpublications analysis shows that the problem of interac-
tion between the courts and the media is quite debatable. There are several areas
in its consideration. Firstly, the court is considered not only as a legal category,
but also as a social phenomenon: the process ofits institutionalization and modern
features [1; 2], place in the system of social relations [3], the problem oftrust in
the court [4] etc. Secondly, the theoretical and applied aspects of communication
in the judiciary [5], as well as the algorithm and practical recommendations for
establishing the communication work of the court [6] are highlighted. Thirdly,
considerable attention is paid to the peculiarities of the interaction of the judi-
ciary and the media, problems and ways oftheir neutralization [7-10], mechanisms
of effective communication between the courts and the media [11], the influence
of publications in the media [12] on the court (administration ofjustice). Finally,
the use of social media in the communication between the court and society in
order to ensure trust in the court while ensuring the rule of law is an interesting
area [13; 14].

The purpose of the article is to analyze the peculiarities of the interaction of
courts (judicial system) and the media, to identify problems that arise in the process
of this interaction and to clarify the conditions and directions of effective interac-
tion of these institutions of society.

Paper main body. Court as an independent form of human relations, as a social
institution arises in the early stages not only of civilization but also the development
of man as a biological, intelligent and social being. According to S. V. Prylutskyi,
the nature and organization of man is such that outside society he could neither
save his life nor develop and improve his abilities and talents. By uniting with oth-
ers like him, he gained the strength he lacked when he was alone. As a reward,
nature has given man two properties that give him an advantage over other ani-
mals - intelligence and sociality; thanks to them, he who alone could not oppose
anyone, becomes everyone. However, in addition to the strength gained through
social unity, the negative companion of the people was mutual confrontation and
enmity. In the wild, a conflict is usually resolved by the law of force, through a
brutal struggle (war), in accordance with the principle: who is stronger is right.
However, this form of social relations inevitably weakened, and even destroyed
the already unstable, but so important and necessary social ties. All this prompted
people to find new ways to overcome interpersonal conflicts, ways that would en-
sure social unity, stability, tranquility (peace). It is the search for ways to reach an
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understanding in resolving conflicts that prompted people to turn to such a form of
social relations as the court [2, p. 38].

Court is an independent type of social relations, which within certain historical
stages of development of social and public and legal relations, acquires its own
separate organizational and legal norms, thus completing the process of institution-
alization.

The main reason for the transformation ofthe judiciary into a social institution
was the growing public need for judicial assistance and the ability and desire of
people to defend their rights, as well as to resolve conflict situations in court. There-
fore, it can be argued that the formation of the judiciary as a social institution is
directly related to the development of democratic principles of modern society, the
growth of the level of legal culture.

Today, the court is understood in several meanings. Firstly, as a body of the
judiciary, secondly, as a specific judicial institution (an element of the judicial
system), which has additional characteristics that clarify and individualize it, as
well as determine the territorial and substantive jurisdiction, and thirdly, its mean-
ing is clearly associated with those who administer justice, i.e. judges [2, p. 40].

As a social institution, the court and the judiciary are directly dependent on the
society in which they operate. As O. V. Chernushenko notes, only such a court and
the judiciary, which have passed the procedure of legitimation and are supported
by society, and therefore have a high authority in it, can be effective (in a positive
sense). One ofthe ways to legitimize the judiciary is effective social (public) con-
trol over it, which provides for publicity of court proceedings, in particular, with
free access to them by media representatives [3, p. 113].

In turn, D. B. Baronin notes that the judiciary needs, first, social control by the
members of society over the fair application of not only the law but also moral
norms, taking into account local traditions and customs, and, second, providing by
the representatives of society with such conditions that can guarantee judges inde-
pendence from the illegal influence of official structures and independence in the
formation of their inner beliefs in the judicial case, that is why the question of
defining the ways and limits of social control over the court is relevant [1, p. 144].

Social control is usually divided into formal and informal. The formal means
the state control exercised by official institutions and organizations, as well as legal
norms, the purpose ofwhich is to protect a certain social order. The informal social
control may mean the application of informal regulatory requirements, sanctions,
“informal” social pressure. It comes mainly from civil society institutions.

Social control over the judiciary should be exercised through the openness of
the judiciary, availability of the judicial information to the media and its objective
coverage. The purpose of social control over the court is to form public trust in it.

146



Couionoris

Like any social institution, the court has a certain image in society. According
to O. A. Ivanova, the current Ukrainian government (including the judiciary) has
a negative image, which is confirmed by the results of monitoring public opinion
on the perception ofthe judiciary (in 2017-2018) [11]. At the same time, according
to this monitoring, there are some contradictions that allow us to conclude that
mistrust is often based on lack of awareness of the work of court (judicial system)
and doubtfulness of the sources of information.

These data are confirmed, in particular, by the results of a study by the Razum-
kov Centre. Thus, the sociological survey “Attitudes of Ukrainian citizens to the
judiciary”, conducted by the Razumkov Centre in 2019 [15], states that the level
of trust in the courts is one of the lowest in the society. 77.7% of respondents re-
ported their distrust of the courts (the judiciary as a whole). By the way, the main
source of information about the activities of Ukrainian courts for 55% of Ukrai-
nian citizens is the media.

Institutional trust can be considered a kind of indicator that determines social
well-being ofthe population, in addition, is an important condition of social com-
munication, through which agreement, understanding and dialogue between the
parties is possible and also it is possible to find new opportunities for further de-
velopment. Increasing trust in the judiciary of Ukraine is one of the tasks of the
judiciary and it is outlined in the strategic documents for the development of the
judiciary in Ukraine in recent years. The degree of trust (distrust) of citizens in
justice is influenced by many factors. One of the most important of them is the
media coverage ofthe court’s work.

The media as a social institution arises from the needs of people to exchange
messages, their own and others’ thoughts and feelings through language and other
signs of communication. People use the received information as a cognitive resource
in the process of forming their ideas, opinions, value orientations. Thus, the media
play a significant role in shaping people’s views, public opinion, which is an im-
portant institution of a democratic system and a sign of a “sphere of openness”
functioning.

The development of the information society, increasing the role and importance
of the media, information in shaping the worldview of citizens has put public au-
thorities, including the judiciary, in front of the need to form information policy,
creating conditions for openness and transparency of their activities.

P. Kablak believes that the most important function of the media is to provide
objective information on the basis of which one can make a real picture ofthe pres-
ent, monitor the work of various branches of government, raise topical issues,
monitor the solution of important problems. By informing the population, the
media develop people’s skills of analyzing the activities of the government, the
ability to defend their own views, increase the responsibility ofthe government for
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its actions [7, p. 48]. Indeed, the media have a great influence on the formation of
public consciousness and public opinion. The courts’ communication with the
public through the media is primarily aimed at covering and disseminating the
information on the activities of the judiciary, judges and judicial self-government
bodies, forming a positive image of the court and trust in this institution.

According to O. Ovsyannikova, the judiciary and the media have common goals
and objectives, their interaction should be aimed at ensuring that the population
correctly understands the purpose and actions of the court, and the media have the
opportunity to carefully, accurately and truthfully convey information to citizens.
The interaction between the courts and the media does not involve protection from
criticism, but a free exchange of views, open discussion of successes and difficul-
ties [8, p. 174].

Creating an effective system of interaction between the courts and the media is
one ofthe priorities of democratization in modern Ukraine. Both judges and media
workers must not only be clearly aware ofthe importance of such activity, but also
carry it out themselves. A fair and efficient judicial proceeding cannot be ensured
if it is not open to the public. This is exactly what modern democratic standards of
justice require. A general idea ofinternational standards of interaction between the
courts and the media can be found in the manual “Courts in relations with journal-
ists and the media” [16, p. 6-13].

Pursuant to the UN Economic and Social Council Resolution 1296 of 11 Febru-
ary 1994, the Madrid Principles on the Relationship of the Media and Judicial In-
dependence were extended. The main provision of the document is the statement
that “the function and right of the media is to gather and convey information to the
public, statements and comments on the administration ofjustice, including cases
before, after and during the trial without violating the presumption of innocence”.
Therefore, such a principle ofthe media in the field of administration ofjustice may
be subject to certain restrictions applied on a clearly defined basis.

The position of the Council of Europe, enshrined in the European Convention
for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms (1950), in its in-
terpretations by the European Court of Human Rights, as well as in resolutions and
recommendations of Council of Europe bodies, is also important for Ukraine. Ac-
cording to paragraph 2 of Article 10 ofthis Convention, freedom of expression (and
hence freedom ofthe media) may be subject to restrictions imposed for the follow-
ing purposes: to protect the reputation and rights of others, to maintain the author-
ity of the court, to ensure the impartiality ofthe court.

The European Court of Human Rights also applies in practice other principles
of interpretation of the Convention norms on freedom of the media, especially in
the context of judicial coverage. Such approaches are summarized in several
Resolutions and Recommendations of the Committee of Ministers of the Council
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of Europe. The application of democratic standards of the relationship between the
judiciary and the media can be complicated by certain factors related to our his-
torical past and the immaturity of democratic principles. Firstly, the traditions of
the Sovietjudicial system, which was based on the principles of secrecy and lim-
ited public coverage ofthe proceedings, are still preserved. Secondly, the “imma-
ture” Ukrainian media have not yet fully passed the stage of learning the rules of
integrity, and the journalists are not always ready to adequately respond to the
specific restrictions on their rights in the coverage of judicial issues. The above
factors affect the peculiarities of communication between the courts and the media
and create certain problems of substantive and organizational nature.

Thus, O. Ovsyannikova rightly notes that the media currently contains many
critical articles on the problems ofjudicial activity - about the courts and judges
[8, p. 177]. Of course, the facts of violation of the law are important to publicize,
including through the media, to form intolerance in the public consciousness to
such manifestations. At the same time, the positive aspects of the work of judi-
ciary are often overlooked by the media, and the citizens thus receive a one-sided
negative perception ofjustice. The topics of corruption, bribing judges, and biased
court decisions account for almost half of the number of publications containing
various types of criticism and claims againstjudges. But objectivity requires cov-
ering both the negative and the positive, because it is difficult to build a constructive
relationship on a single negative. It is necessary to provide positive facts for the
formation of the correct pattern of behavior, and its implementation.

Of course, the legal awareness ofjournalists is also a problem. This is what the
existing issues of their communication with the courts are often associated with.
Factual and legal inaccuracies, terminological errors, inaccuracies in the names of
the judicial institutions, uncritical use of various sources of information in the
preparation of materials, etc. - all this may indicate the gaps in the professional
training ofjournalists.

Sometimes misunderstandings between judges and journalists result in miscon-
duct on the part ofjudges themselves, who still maintain the tradition ofa *“closed”
judicial system, finding reasons to avoid covering their activities.

Taking into account the problems and experience ofbuilding relations with the
media, O. I. Yevtushenko speaks about the need to comply with the basic principles
of interaction between the press and the judiciary, namely:

- transparency: court decisions and other information related to the activities
of courts (unless they are cases to which access is restricted by the law) must be
provided to the media;

- consistency: court decisions must be promptly and accurately communicated
to the media. In turn, the justice system should be at least aware of any references
and citations of the information coming from the judiciary. This “gentleman’s”
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principle signals to mutual respect and guarantees the correctness ofthe transfer of
information;

- objectivity: the media should strive for the most accurate coverage of the
judiciary’s activities and in their comments and analysis do not go beyond the
ethical and professional boundaries beyond which arbitrariness begins;

- technological effectiveness: press structures of courts of different levels must
have a sufficient technological and personnel base to meet the needs ofjournalists
for information on judicial issues [9].

The issues of effective cooperation between the courts and the media are re-
lated to ensuring two constitutional values: a free press and a fair and independent
court. According to P. Kablak, the main purpose of such cooperation is to reach
the “golden mean” so that the judge is protected from the pressure of public opin-
ion inspired by the media conclusions. On the other hand, the society must have
access to the courtroom through the media [7, p. 48-49].

The main principle for productive cooperation between judges and journalists
can be formulated: judges need journalists to cover their work objectively and
fully, and journalists, in turn, need judges not to impede them.

Usually, communication between the court and the public is spontaneous. Cer-
tain information is disseminated at the household level, in ordinary everyday con-
versations of people. In general, there is the greatest interest in cases heard by the
courts, especially those that are resonant. In these cases, the mediator of the dis-
semination of information between the source of information (court) and the con-
sumer (citizens), as arule, are the media, which are responsible for the completeness
and accuracy of information, for the moral position.

Creating a decent image and reputation of the judiciary in society must be pur-
poseful. The judiciary must create favorable information flows in order to have an
image and reputation that will ensure respect from society. An important role in
this process, of course, is given to the media.

Today, one of the main channels of communication of individual courts is pri-
marily the own website, which contains text, photo, video information, news, which
are constantly updated. However, the development of information ties between the
court and the public should not be limited to the creation by the courts of websites
or, for example, the publication of color brochures for citizens, with the history or
composition of the court.

The judiciary representatives need to build strong ties with the “fourth branch
of government”. Strategic and tactical steps in the interaction between the courts
and the media should be: preparation ofthe information ready for use in the media;
initiating and launching certain topics for the media; prioritization of information
presentation; focusing media attention on the problems of individual courts and the
judicial system as a whole, etc. All this can be done through various forms of con-
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veying informational messages (in addition to the own), including press confer-
ences, press briefings, press tours, round tables, conferences, seminars, presenta-
tions, etc.

Conclusions. Creating an effective system of interaction between courts and
the media is an urgent task at the stage of democratic transformation in modern
Ukraine. Not only the implementation ofbasic democratic principles - the function-
ing of a free press and the independence ofjustice, but also the development of
democracy depend on the coordinated interaction of these two institutions of soci-
ety. Thejudiciary of a democratic state must work on the basis of openness. Such
openness and public scrutiny are ensured through the media in terms of finding and
taking into account the mutual interests ofthe main actors of interaction, the court’s
initiative interest and the professional work of journalists. Effective interaction
between courts and the media will be facilitated by the organizational consolidation
oftheir typical relationship, indicating the main situations or forms of such interac-
tion and the establishment of mutual rights and responsibilities.
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ocob6nmBocTiB3aemMogiicyaiB 1Ta 3amM i

BYMOBAX nemokparTii

AKTYyanbHicTb npobnemu. 3acobu macoBoi iHpopmaLii BigirpaloThb posib
Ba>K/IMBOr0 CyCcMiNbHOro MexaHi3aMyy B3aeMOfiiCya0oBoOTcMCTEMN Ta IHCTUTYTIB
rpoMagAaHCbKOro cycninbcTaa. BymoBax fjeMoKpaTiicTaHoBNEHHA Ta epeKTnB-
He (PYHKLiOHYBaHHA BinbHMX 3MI Ta He3ane>KHOro nNpaBoCyAAs B 3HAYHIN Mipi
3ane>kaThb Bif y3ro>K eHoiB3aeMOAiT uuMxX ABOX IHCTUTYTIB CyCnifibCTBa.

AHaniz ocTaHHIX A>Xepen nokasye, wWo npobnema B3aemogii cynis Ta 3Ml e
[0BONI 06rosoptoBaHoO0. Cya K colianbHUiA (heHOMEH Ta couianbHUiA iIHCTUTYT
po3rnsafaeTbCca Taknmm BueHuMU, K . b. BapoHiH, C. B. Mpunyubkuii, O. B. Yep-
HYLLEHKO Ta iH. Teope TUYHUM i NPaKTUYHUM acnekKTam 3LiNCHEHHA KOMYHiKauii
B CY[0Bii1 Bnaai npuceayeHipo6oTun A. I'. Anekceesa, IN. O. 'Bo3guka, M. M. Nla-
ryHosoi, M. I'. lawkiHoi, A. Po3nyubkoi, B. Pn6ak Ta iH. OcobnneocTi B3aemogii
CyfoBOT Bnagm Ta 3acob6iB macoBoi iHopmauii € npegmeTOM LOCNIAXKEHHSA
O. |. esTyweHkKa, N. Kabnaka, K. /lim, H. Meepa, O. OBcsaHHiKoBoOT, A>K. CHigepa,
[. CTpombepra Ta iH.

MeTol CTaTTi € aHani3 0co6nMBOCTEN B3aeMOAiicyais (Cya0BOT CMCTEMM)
i 3ac06iB macoBoT iHhopmaLii, BUABNEHHA NPo6/eM, WO BUHUKATb B Mpoueci
Takoi B3aemMogil Ta 3 AcyBaHHA YMOB Ta HanpsMKiB epeKTUBHOT cniBnpawi Lmx
IHCTUTYTIB CcycninbCTBA.

BuknageHHA OCHOBHOro maTepiany. bygyum couyianbHUM iHCTUTYTOM, CY4
i cypoBa Bnaja 6esnocepeHbo 3anexkaTb Bif CycninbCcTBa, Yy AKOMY BOHU (DYHK-
LioHyloTb. Ha cTyniHb foBipn (HegoBipn) rpoMagsaH 4o npaBocyAns Bnaveae 6a-
raTo UYMHHUKIB, OAHMM 3 HaMBa>KNMBILLMX € BUCBITNEHHSA po6oTwu cyayy 3MI.
LincHo, 3aco6un macoBoi iHhopMaLii MaloTb BE/IMKUIA BNAMB Ha hOPMYyBaHHA
cycninbHOT cBifOMOCTI Ta rpoMafcbkoi gymkun. KomyHikauii cygis i3 rpomag-
CbKiCT10 Yepe3 3MIMalTb HaMeTi nepeayciM BUCBIT/IEHHS Tapo3N0OBCHOAXKEH-
HS iH(hopMaLii W oA0 AisNbHOCTI CYA0BOTCUCTEMU, CYAAiB Ta opraHis cyaaiBCcbKo-
ro caMoBpsfyBaHHSA, (hoOpMyBaHHSA NO3NTUBHOIO IMig>KY cyay i 4OBIpU A0 L€l iH-
cTuUTYyuil. CTBOPeHHA e(heKTUBHOT cUCTeMM B3aemMogii cygis i 3MI € ogHUm
3 NpiopnTEeTHUX HANPAMKIB feMoKpaTur3aLii B cydyacHin YkKpaiHi. 3acTocyBaHHS
JEMOKPATUYHMX CTaHAapTiB B3aEMOJIT Cya0BMX IHCTUTYTIB Ta3aco6iB MacoBoi
iH(hopMaL,iiB YKpaiHi Mo>Ke yCK1agHi0BaTUCA NEBHUMM YNHHUKAMM, NOBH3aHUMN
3 HalWKUM iCTOPUYHUM MUHYIUM | He3piNicTI0 AeMOKpaTUYHUX NpuHUmMnie. Llg,
B CBOIO Yepry, MO>Xe BNAMBaTU Ha 0COBMMBOCT i KOMYHIiKaLiiMid>K cyfamun Ta 3MI
i MopoA>KyBaT W NeBHi Npo6aeMn 3MICTOBHOIO Ta opraHisayiiiHoro xapakTepy
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(iHOAi«3aKpMTICTb» CydiB, NpaBoBa OCBITa >XYpPHanicTiB, BUNAAKN HEKOPEKTHOT
noeegiHKN K 3 60Ky cyaaiB, Tak i 3 60Ky >KypHanicTis Towo). MNMpeacTaBHUKK
CY40BOT BNagn NOBMHHI BCTAHOBMAOBATW MIiLHI 3B H3KN 3 «4eTBEPTOH FiNKOK
Bnagun». OCHOBHUMMW KPOKaAMMUYy LibOMY HanpsiMKy MaloThb CTaTMU LifecnpsaMoBaHi
thopmu B3aemogiicygis i 3MI, Hanpuknag, JOHeCeHHS iHGopMaLiinpo AiANbHICTb
Cyay 4yepes Beb-cai T, Npec-KOH(epeHUii, 6pudiHri, NnigroTosKa cyagamu noeigo-
MJIEHb, TOTOBUX 4N18 BUKOpUCTaHHAY 3MI, akueHTyBaHHAYBarn 3MI Ha npobre-
Max OKpemux CyfiB Ta CyA40BOT CUCTEMU B LiNIOMY.

BucHoBkn. CTBOpeHHA e(DeKTUBHOI CUCTEMM B3aemMOgii cyaiB Ta 3acobis
MacoBoT iHpopMaLii € akTyanbHUM 3aBaHHAM Ha eTani AeMOKpaTUYHUX nepe-
TBOpPEHb Yy CyyacHin YKpaiHi. Big y3rog>keHoi B3aeMofii UMx ABOX iIHCTUTYTIB
CyCNiNbCTBA 3aNe>XKNTb He TifbKy peanizalis 0OCHOBHUX AeMOKpPaTUYHUX MPUH-
umnis, a nposbyposayciel gemokpaTii. CyfoBa Bnaja feMokpaTUUYHOI Aep>Kasu
Mae npayoBaTK Ha NigcTaBax BiAKpUTOCTIi. Taka BigKpUTIiCcTb Ta rpoMagcbkuit
KOHTpOonb 3a6e3neyyoThea 3aBasaky 3M 1 HaymoBax noLlyKy Ta BpaxyBaHHIO B3a-
EMHMX IHTepeciB OCHOBHMX CYy 6 EKTIiB B3aemMogil, 3aLikaBneHol iHiLiaTnamn 3 60Ky
cygy TanpodeciliHoipo60T M >KypHanicTiB.

Knw4osi cnosa: cyfoBa Bnaga, cyamn, 3acobum macoBsoi iHhopmauii, >XypHanic-
TV, 4eMOKpaTWUYHI NpUHLMNN.

BonaHckaa EneHa BnagumuposHa, KaHAMAAT COLNOMOTMUYECKUX HayK, AOLEHT,
[LOLEHT Kaheapbl COLMONOrNUM 1N NOANTONOTMN HaunoHanbHOro KPUANYECKOro
YHUBepcuTeTa nmeHun Apocnasa Mygporo, r. Xapokos, YKpanHa

Moakypkosa MpnHa BanepbeBHa, KaHAMAAT COLMONOTNYECKUX HAYK, AOLEHT,
[OLEHT Kathespbl COLMONOTNM N NONUTONOTMWU HaLMOHaNbHOTo HOPUANYECKOTO
YHUBepcuTeTa nMmeHu Apocnasa Mygporo, r. XapbKoB, Y KpanHa

OCOBEHHOCTV B3AMMOAENCTBWA CYAO0B N CMW
BYCNOBUAX AEMOKPATNNI

AHanusupyeTcs npobnema KOMMYHUKauun cygos (CyaebHoi BnacTwu) U CPeacTs
mMaccoBoi nHpopmMaun. OTMevaeTCs, YTO BYCNOBUAX AEMOKpaTun 06a MHCTUTYTa
3aMHTepecoBaHbl B 3)(heKTMBHOM B3aWMO/eiCTBIM: cyaebHasa cucTema - B 06bEKTUB-
HOCTY M NOMHOTE OCBELLEHNS CBOEl paboThbl, a >KYpHAAMCThI - B TOM, YTO006bI X ges-
TenbHOCTW No c60py W pacnpocTpaHeHN0 MHPOPMAL MK O Cyfax U Cyabsax He MpensT-
cTBoBa/u. MNpegnaraoTca HanpaBneHus coOTpyaHMYecTBa cyaos 1 CMI.

KntoueBble cnosa: cygebHas BnacTb, Cydbl, CPeACTBA MACCOBOW NHpopMaLMK, XKYp-
HaMUCTbI, AeMOKpPaTUYecKe NPUHLMMLI.
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