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INFLUENCE OF NUCLEAR ENERGY
ON CULTURAL LANDSCAPE OF UKRAINIAN POLISSIA:
CASE STUDY OF PRYPIAT

Abstract. The article investigates the influence of the Soviet nuclear power industry on
the cultural landscape of the Ukrainian Polissya on the example of the city Pripyat, which
was the first satellite nuclear city (atomgrad) in the Ukrainian SSR. In result of the
accident on Chernobyl nuclear power plant, this city is known to the whole world and
became a symbol of the crisis of the Soviet system. Despite this, there are few scientific
works devoted to the impact of this city on the cultural landscape of Polissya before the
Chernobyl accident. The main criteria for the construction of atomgrads and their
functions have analyzed. It has concluded that on the one hand, they fulfilled pragmatic
functions of servicing the nuclear power plants, and on the other hand, embodied the
prevailing ideological, urban, ecological and scientific ambitions of the Soviet leadership. It
has been proved the duality of planning of Pripyat city. From one hand, the city’s
architectural decisions shows care about the population, manifested in a specific
approach to urban space, which reflects the elements of the city garden, the minimal
change in the environment, the dominant role of health, sports, education and socialist art.
This demonstrates the implementation of a socialist understanding of the idea of «smart
city» and the embodiment of the dream of communism. At the same time, these visual
manifestations were not able to protect the population from radioactive influence before
and during the Chornobyl accident due to the confidence in the safety of a peaceful atom,
which manifested in a low risk culture and radiation prevention. It has been established
that the formation of a special group of elite Soviet workers — nuclear workers —
stimulated internal migration to this region and prompted some residents to change their
ideological settings and life aspirations, obtaining the necessary education and building a
career in this nuclear city.Author confirmed the conclusion of the famous American
researcher Kate Brown, made in the book «Plutopia: Nuclear Families, Atomic Cities, and
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the Great Soviet and American Plutonium Disasters», that for the receiving of material
goods and social status many workers of nuclear power plant who lived in nuclear cities,
neglected their health even life.

Key words: nuclear power engineering, cultural landscape, Pripyat, Polissya, Ukrainian SSR.

Anomauis. Bniue padsiHcbikoi amomHOL eHepeemuKku Ha4 KYAbmypHUl aaHowagpm ykpa-
iHcokoz0 ITosicest OocniosxkeHo Ha npukraadi micma Ilpun’asme, ske 6ysno nepuium Ha me-
pumopii Yrkpaincokoi PCP micmom-cCynymHUKom — amomozpadom. Bracniook asapii Ha
HopHOOUNBbCLKITL AMOMHIT CMAHYIL ye Micmo cmasno 8idome HA 8eCb Cc8im i CMaJsio CUME0-
oM Kpusu paodsinebkoi cucmemu. He dusnsiuuce Ha ye, icHye obmans HAyKosux npaub,
NPpUC8AUEHUX 8NIUBY Ub020 Micma HA KyabmypHull raHowagm Ilonices 0o agapii Ha YA-
EC. IIpoaHanizo8aHo 20108HI kKpumepii 6yodisHUUmMea amomozpadie ma ixHi pYHKYIL, SKi, 3
O0Hiel CMOPOHU, BUKOHYBANU ULTKOM NpazsmamuuHi ¢yHrull obenyzosyearHs AEC, a, 3
iHWol — emintoganu NaHyrul i0eono2iuHi, MicmobyoieHi, eKo02iuHI ma HAYKo8l ambiyil
PAdsIHCbK020 KepigHUYymM8ea. 3pobreHo 8UCHO80K npo Oyanism naaHyeaxHs Ilpun’ami. B
apximeKmypHux pilleHHsX MICma cnocmepizaemsbcsi mypboma npo HACENAeHHSl, UL0 Npo-
ABUNACL Y CcneyupiuHoMy nioxodi 00 MiCbK020 NPOCMOPY, 8 SIKOMY 8I000parKeHl enemeH-
mu micma-cady, MIHIMANbHOI 3MIHU HABKOJUUWHB020 cepedosuiya, OOMIHYOUOL posai 300-
poe’s, cnopmy, ocgimu i coyianicmuuHozo mucmeymsa. Lle demoHcmpye ynposaorKeHHs
COYIaNICMUUHO20 PO3YMIHHSL i0€ei «cmapm-micmar» ma 8MineHHS MP NPo KOMYHIBM. BoOHO-
uac yi 8i3yanvHi npossu mypbomu He 3moznu ybeaneuumu HaceneHHs 80 padioaKmueHo-
20 enaugy 00 i nid uac YopHobunbcoKkol agapii yHacnidok ynesHeHocmi Yy 6e3neyi MupHoeo
amoma, uio NPosiBUNOCL Y HU3bKIU KY/bmypl pusuKky i nonepedskeHHs padiayilinoi Hebes-
nexu. /logedeHo, U0 POPMYBAHHSL 0COONUBOL 2pYNU eNIMHUX PAOSHCObKUX NPAUIBHUKI —
AMOMHUKI8 CMUMYJI0BAN0 8HYMPIUWHIO M2PAYl0 00 Ub020 pE2iOHY I CNOHYKANO OesiKux
JKumenig 00 3MIHU C8OIX CEIMO2NAOHUX YCMAHOBOK | KUMMEBUX NPARHEHb, OMPUMAHHSL
HeobxiOHOI oceimu i 6ydisHUYMEA Kap’epu 8 AMOMHOMY micmeuky. ITiomeeporKeHO 8UCHO-
80K gidomoi amepurKaHcokoi docnioHuyi Ketim BpayH, 3pobaeruii y kKHu3i JInymonis: sioe-
PHI ciM’i, amoMHi micma i 8eAUKL PAOSIHCLKL Ui AMEePUKAHCLKI NJIYMOHIEBT Micmay, npo me,
w0 3a051 0opyueHHst 00 mamepianbHux bnaez i coyianbHozo cmamycy 6azamo pobimHuKie
CMAHUIL, U0 NPOIKUSAIU 8 AMOMOZPAOAX, 3HEXMYBANU C80iM 300p08°sIM | HABIMb IKUMMSIM.
Knrouoei cnoea: amomHa eHepzemuka, KyaemypHuili aarowagm, ITpun’sme, Ilonices,
Yxpairncerxa PCP.

AHHOmMauus. BrusHue cosemckoili amomHol sHepzemuku HA KYabmMypHslil aaHowagpm
ykpaurckozo Ilonecos: uccnedosaHo Ha npumepe 2opoda IIpunsme, Komopwlil 6bL1 nepesim
Ha meppumopuu Yrxpaurckoii PCP 20podom-cnymHUKOM — amomepadom. Becnedcmeue
asapuu Ha YepHobbLILCKOU AMOMHOU CMAHYUU 3Mom 20p00 CMAl U3gecmeH HA 8eCb MUp
U npespamuicsi 8 CUMB0JL Kpu3uca cosemckoli cucmemsl. Hecmompsi Ha amo, HayuHbix
mpyoos, NOCBSULEHHBIX BAUSHUIO 9M020 20p00a HA KYAbmypHbslil raHowagm [lonecos 0o
asapuu JASC, nedocmamouHo. I[IpoaHAAU3UPOBAHBL OCHOBHblE KpUMEepUlU CMmpoumestbc-
mea amomzpados U ux PYHKUUU, Komopble, C 0OHOU CMOPOHbL, 8bINOAHSIU 8NOSHE Npae-
Mmamuueckue pyHKyuu obeayokusarus ASC, a, ¢ dpyzoii — gonnowanu 20cnoocmayrouiue
udeosiceureckue, epadocmpoumenbtble, sKo02UUecKUe U HayuHble amMOuyuU co8emcKozo
pyrogoocmaa. ITodzomosneHo 861800 W, dyaniusme naaHuposarus Ilpunsmu. B apxumek-
MYpPHLIX peuleHusx 2opoda Habaodaemest 3a60ma 0 HACENeHUU, MO NPOS8UNOCL 8 Che-
uuguueckom nooxooe K 20p00CKOMY NPOCMpAHCmMa8y, 8 KOmopom omobparkeHbl IeMeH-
mbl 20p00a-cadad, MUHUMANLHOM UBMEHEHUU oKpyxcaroueli cpedsl, domuHUpyrouleti poau
30opoebs, cnopma, 06paszoeaHust U COUUANUCUUECKO020 ucKkyccmsa. Omo demoHCcmpupy-
em peanu3ayuro COUUAIUCMUUECKO20 NOHUMAHUSL UOeU (CMapm-20po0a» U S0NJIOULEHUS
udeu o KommyHusme. OOHOBpEMEHHO IMU BUIYAIbHbLE NPOsINEHUSL 3a60Mbl He CMO2U
obezonacumos HaceseHue om paduoaKmueHozo 8aAusiHUsL 00 u nocie JepHobblabcKkoll asa-
puu ecnedcmaue ysepeHHocmu 8 6e30nacHocCmu MUpHo20 Amomad, 4mo NposleUIoCb 8 HU3-
Koll Kysnbmype pucka u npeoynpexxoeHust paduayuoHHoU onacHocmu. [loka3aHo, umo
opmuposaHue 0cobeHHOI 2pynnsbl SNUMHBIX COBEMCKUX PAOOMHUKOE — AMOMULUKO8
CMUMYAUPOBATIO BHYMPEHHIOI MUSPAYUIO 8 IMOM PE2UOH U CMUMYAUPOBANO HEKOMOPbLLX
Kumenell K USMEHEHUD C80UX MUPOBO33PEHUECKUX YCMAHOB0K U JKUSHEHHBbLX Yycmpem-
JleHUll, noayueHust Heobxoo0umoz0 o6pa3oe8aHuUst U POPMUPOBAHUSL Kapbepsbl 8 AMOMHOM
2opooke. IToOomeeprkoeH 8bl800 U3BECMHOU aAMepUKAHCKOU uccnedogamenvHuybl Keiim
BpayH, ebickasarHblll 8 kKHuze Jlnymonusi: si0epHble cemblU, amomHble 20poda u 60sb-
wue cogemckue U amMepuKkaHcKue NaymoHuessle 20p00a» 0 MOM, UMO C Uesabio Npuod-
WeHUsT K MamepuaibHbim 6azam U COYUANbHOMY cmamycy MHo2ue pabomHUKU CmaH-
UuuU, Komopble NPOXKUBAAU 8 aAmomepaddax, npeHebpeanu ceoum 300pogbem u oaxke
IKUBHBIO.

Knroueevle cnoea: amomHasl eHepzemura, kKYyabmypHull aanowagpm, Ipuname, ITonb-
cve, Ykpaurckas CCP.
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Formulation of the problem. The formation of a bipolar world after World War
IT induces the Soviet Union to intensify the struggle for world leadership. Nuclear
energy played an important role in promoting this position. It should have been not
only provide the economy with cheap electricity and save valuable hydrocarbons (oil
and gas), but also demonstrate the benefits of the socialist system. According to the
ambitious plans of the Soviet leadership on the territory of the USSR, 9 nuclear
power plants (NPPs) were to be built. During 1977-1989, 16 nuclear reactors with a
total capacity of 14,800 MW were built at Zaporizhzhya, Rivne, Khmelnytsky,
Chornobyl and South-Ukrainian nuclear power plants. Parallel were build satellite
nuclear cities (atomgrads), inhabited by the builders and service personnel of the
nuclear power plant. Atomgrads were a unique phenomenon in the history of Soviet
urban planning, which has no analogues in the world. On the one hand, they carried
out quite pragmatic functions of servicing the nuclear power plants and on the other
hand, they embodied the dominant ideological, urban, ecological and scientific
ambitions of the Soviet leadership, reflected in special architectural decisions that
significantly changed the cultural landscape of Ukraine, in particular Polissya, where
majority of them located.

Analysis of previous studies and publications. The investigation of atomgrad’s
influence on the cultural landscape of Polissya has not become the subject of in-depth
studies in Ukrainian historical science. The researchers mainly focus on the problem
of radioactive pollution of the Pripyat city after the Chernobyl accident and the
evacuation of its inhabitants, transforming the city into a dead zone. N. Baranivska
studied social transformations in the Ukrainian society as a result of the Chernobyl
accident.

On the contrary, this problem has generated much more interest of foreign re-
searchers (A. Agirrechu, K.Brown, D. Holloway, M. Huber, M. Kuznetsov, R.H. Row-
land, R.Z. Sagdeev, J. Stadelbauer, V. Tikhonov, M. Sergeeva, A.V. Wendland,
K. Zisk etc.).

In Russian historiography, atomgrad has considered a type of science towns
(naukograd), which G. Lappo calls the cities with a high concentration of intellectual
and scientific and technical potential — scientific, educational and production orga-
nizations and industries, scientists and specialists [1, p.21]. Atomgrades are cha-
racterized as monospecialized cities associated with the nuclear complex. Russian
researchers emphasize that they have scientific, research and production complex,
which enterprises carry out scientific research and engaged in the production and
using technologies in the field of nuclear physics and nuclear chemistry [2, p. 45]. In
the concept given by German researcher A.V. Wendland, atomgrad is seen as a small
industrial city (from 30 000 to 80 000 inhabitants), designed to serve the needs of
large commercial objects such as nuclear power plants [3]. Therefore, we can state
the existing of common view on these cities in the historiography. As for the main
trends of research, mostly scientists make a retrospective analysis which gives
possibility to assess their development in Soviet and post-Soviet period as well as to
discuss the prospects in the 21st century. As for the geographical criteria, the main
subject of interest is the nuclear cities located in Russia.

Particular attention deserves a book of the famous American researcher K. Brown
«Plutopia: Nuclear Families, Atomic Cities, and the Great Soviet and American
Plutonium Disasters» in which she made a comparative analysis of the Richmond
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satellite nuclear city in the United States with its Russian counterpart, the city of
Oszek built in 1950s. The author concludes that despite the difference in the political
system between the US and the USSR, the two cities have a number of similar
features. First of all, they reflect the nuclear ambitions of their countries and their
workers — «nuclear communities» which formed in the process of development of
nuclear plants [4]. A.V. Wendland has implemented several research projects on the
territory of Ukraine and devoted a number of scientific works to the problem of
Ukrainian nuclear cities. One of them «Atomogrady. Nuclear Cities between Utopia
and Disaster in East Central Europe 1965-2011» reveals political, economic, social
and technical aspects of the functioning of these cities before and after the Chernobyl
accident.

Despite a number of fundamental research, we suppose that existing historio-
graphy gives fragmented picture of the influence of atomgrads on the cultural land-
scape of Ukraine. This is especially true for the research of Ukrainian scientists,
which requires filling the existing gap.

The purpose of the article is to analyze the influence of nuclear energy on
cultural landscape of Ukrainian Polissia: on the case study of Pryriat

Main results of the study. Although the construction of Pripyat began on
February 4, 1970, it received the status of the city in 1979, according to the decree of
the Supreme Soviet of the Ukrainian SSR No. 1264/686. The city-making enterprise
became the largest NPP in Europe — Chornobyl located at a distance of 2 km.
Pripyat became the ninth in the Soviet Union atomgrad, and the first — in the
territory of the Ukrainian USSR.

In the Soviet Union, the spatial criterion for the construction of such nuclear cities
determined by the specific landscape chosen by Soviet engineers for the location of
NPPs. It had to provide the existence of large unused agricultural or forest areas,
which allowed the development of the large-scale construction of industrial and
residential facilities; water facilities for cooling of reactors; convenient transportation;
the possibility of integration transmission lines into existing infrastructure, moderate
distances from large industrial centers that required large electricity production.

Pripyat fully met these criteria. It located near same-name river which was part of
the Dnipro River basin; on the territory of Polissia — a geographical, historical and
ethnographic region. It included the northern territories of Volyn, Rivne, Zhytomyr,
Kyiv, Chernihiv and Sumy regions of Ukraine, the southern part of the Brest region
of Belarus, the eastern Pidlashshia region of Poland and the southwest territory of the
modern Kaluga region of Russia. The unique natural landscape consisted of forests
(over 2.5 million hectares) interspersed with bogs. Due to the mild climate, this area
inhabited by many species of flora and fauna. Local communities perceived Polissia
not only as the place of rich natural resources (mainly mushrooms and berries)
provided important source of food and income but also as the extremely scenic
landscape that had a great aesthetic value.

Except the direct function of service the NPP, Pripyat had designed as a major
transshipment junction. The nearby Yanov railway station on the Chernihiv-Ovruch
site, the pier of the river navigation on the Pripyat River and highways transformed
atomgrad into a convenient hub for transport in Polissia region. The city was located
at a distance of 110 km. from the capital of Ukraine — Kyiv, one of the largest
industrial centers in the republic which population at that time exceeded one million.
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Construction of Pripyat was declared the All-Union deal and Komsomol activists
from all corners of the USSR arrived to this place on the appeal of the Communist
Party.

The planning of the city fully provided the idea of a limited change in the natural
landscape, which was a peculiarity of the «nuclear» industrial landscapes in the So-
viet Union. It implemented in «triangular» principle of urban building developed by a
group of Moscow architects under the leadership of N. Ostozhenko. Subsequently,
after the preliminary approval, Kyiv architects made their own changes in the design
of the city, which were more in line with the natural landscape of the territory. For
that time, such form of urban planning was unique. This idea also used in the
construction of some other Soviet nuclear cities. In particular, some districts of
Pripyat identic with residential neighborhoods of Kurchatov and Semipalatinsk-21,
Volgodonsk and Togliatti automgrads.

The principle of «triangular» building is characterized by the mixture of standard-
level and high-level buildings. A distinctive feature of such construction is the visual
space and free space between the buildings. Unlike the «old» Soviet cities with
narrow streets and dense buildings, Pripyat like other similar cities was designed with
the purpose of creating convenience of living. In addition to the conscious increase in
free urban space, this goal also achieved by the special, even-edged arrangement of
streets and avenues. This made impossible occurring of traffic jams.

Pripyat is a city with a clearly determined center. The peculiar face of the city
provided by a composition of microdistricts, located in radius around it. Traditionally,
administrative buildings (city council), leisure facilities, culture and recreation (ci-
nema «Prometheusy», the Palace of Culture «Energetik», «Polissia» hotel), food and
grocery stores were located in the city center. Although in the former Soviet Union 19
palaces of culture and 11 cinema theatres built according to the same project, Pripyat
the city can be regarded as a standard of uniqueness of the Soviet architecture and at
the same time its redundancy. By the end of 1988, two large shopping centers (one of
them «Pripyat Zori»), a palace of pioneers, a new cinema, a palace of art «Jubilee», a
hotel «Zhovten», two sports complexes — «Chernigov» and «Prypiatchanin» had to
be built in the city. According to the project of cities development, at the intersection
of the Avenue of Builders and the street of Lesia Ukrainka it planned to build a signal
transponder height of 52 meters. The city widely used light advertising, bright panels
and decorative ceramics on the facades of buildings.

The streets and avenues of the city mainly had traditional for the Soviet era names.
In addition to the ideological names — Lenin Avenue, streets of Druzhby Narodiv
and Heroes of Stalingrad, there were also the Naberezhnaia street, the Boulevard of
Builders. The idea of peaceful atom represented in Kurchatov street. And only one
street — named of Lesia Ukrainka reflected the national-cultural component in this
socialist urban landscape.

Pripyat had appropriate infrastructure. Thus, the total area of the housing stock
was 658, 700 ml, it consisted of 160 houses, 13 414 apartments, 18 dormitories for
single beds for 7621 seats, 8 family dormitories and hotel-type houses for 1206 rooms
for 49,400 inhabitants. In the city located: 15 kindergardens for 4980 places;
5 secondary schools for 6786 places; 1 technical school for 600 places; 1 hospital for
410 beds; a school of arts for 312 places; cinema for 1220 places. In Pripyat also
were: 3 medical centers; 25 stores; 27 catering places; 10 sports halls; 3 swimming

79



pools; 10 shooting ranges; 2 stadiums; 28 artesian wells; 1 park; 35 children’s play-
grounds.

Transformation of the natural landscape during the construction of atomgrads
carried out in accordance with the principles of standardization, rationalization,
transnational aesthetics and a specific approach to urban space. It included elements
of the city garden, the dominant role of health, sports, education and socialist art —
all components that were the priorities in the Soviet society and had to testify the
concern of the Communist Party about the Soviet citizens.

Particular attention deserves the natural landscape of the city. In Pripyat were
planted 18 136 trees, 249 247 shrubs, 33 582 bush roses [7]. The settlers from Pripyat
remember him as a garden city, which drowned in flowers. The most popular type of
rest was outdoor recreation, sunbathe and swimming in Pripyat River, gathering of
blueberries and mushrooms in the forests around Chernobyl NPP. Many residents of
the city, who were interviewed by the author of this article, feel nostalgia on the
nature of this territory, its unique aesthetics.

The specific relations between man and nature in Pripyat demonstrate the
difference between visual and invisible manifestation of care on residents of the city.
From one perspective, we can see the visual environmental friendliness of urban
planning: surrounding forests, greenery of the city, wide streets... All these should
have been protect them from polluting the atmosphere with harmful emissions of
transport and industrial production. From other perspective, smart spatial planning
decisions were unable to protect people from the radioactive pollution. The belief in
the safety of the nuclear power, which was propagated by the Soviet science, was the
result of insufficient research on monitoring the impact of radiation on the envi-
ronment and human health. In addition, the secrecy around the NPPs and nuclear
cities, allowed to hide the data that could show its danger of leak of radiation and
necessity of introduction of more rigorous measures of control and living standards.

K. Braun in her book stresses the formation of chronic radiation sindrome among
residents of Ozersk and their descendants, high morbidity and mortality from cancer
and a number of chronic diseases. Wide research on the impact of the radiation on
people, in particular inhabitants of the territories surrounding NPP, started only after
the Chernobyl. Most of researchers support the opinion that despite the improvement
of safety systems that took place in NPPs during the 1970s-1980s, there were
periodically leaks of radiation that harmed the landscape and made it unsafe for
permanent residence. However, due to the absence of official data we can only
suppose this. Since the beginning of the construction of Pripyat and until 1986, safety
aspects were not reflected in its functioning, both in the material culture and in the
culture of risk and prevention of radiation hazard.

The main focus in the functioning of Pripyat was done on the development of
social infrastructure and fulfillment of the ideological function: the city had to
implement the dream of communism. Compared to the residents of other cities in
Ukrainian SSR, employees of Pripyat quickly received apartments, had social
benefits, access to scarce goods and higher wages, although there were certainly some
elements of social differentiation within its community. High solvency of the
inhabitants of the city attracted locals who organized spontaneous markets near its
walls where sold «environmentally friendly products» — berries and mushrooms,
products of rural households. This created not only the additional source of income,
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but also a good communication channel. From face-to face informal communication
residents of local communities received the information about life in the «communist
paradise» in Pripyat.

As a result of many social advantages, Pripyat has affected the migration pro-
cesses in the region. First of all, it refers to the residents from the surrounding
villages, who sought to receive highly paid and skilled work, make a career and join
the group of elite workers of the Soviet society. This led many of them to receive
needed education and skills that were needed in the atomgrad. At the same time, the
city was closed; before getting there to work, it was necessary to pass a serious
selection.

In his book «Cities of Russia. View of the geographer» G. Lappo notes that in the
geographical, administrative and practical sense, the inhabitants of the atomgraphs
were isolated, the cities were excluded from the «wide» life, which made them
peculiar zones in the USSR [9]. However, these zones were privileged; in our view,
the access to the social benefits compensated the absent of freedom in atomograds. As
mentioned K.Brown,they sold their freedom, health and often life for social privileges
[4, p.113]. This is indicated by the tendency to find work in atomic cities: those who
want to get there have always been much more than those who sought to leave this city.

A.V.Wendland believes that the Soviet atomgrads were a new type of commune,
in which a new type of Soviet nuclear worker was formed [5]. We agree with this
statement, however want to emphasize that, in addition to the purely professional
qualities associated with the chosen profession, these workers and their families had a
sense of choice and elitism. They were proud of their profession and realized the
privileged position in Soviet society. This formed additional loyalty to the Soviet
government and a steady faith in the chosen by the Soviet government path. In fact,
they visualized the image of a new Soviet man, a young (middle age of Pripyat’s
inhabitants was 26 years old) communist fighter who, with conscientious and ins-
piring work brought the bright closer the bright future — communism. Nuclear cities
have played a decisive role in propagating a peaceful atom, as well as in specific
Soviet cultural representations of science, nuclear technology and electricity.

Conclusions. Atomgrads including Pripyat, had a significant impact on the
Polissia cultural landscape. Their construction and development demonstrated the
implementation of the socialist understanding of the idea of the smart city, although
the Chernobyl accident clearly shows that the visual benefits of nuclear satellite
cities, which had, moreover, an ideological coloration, concealed the danger of radia-
tion for the lives and health of their inhabitants. At the same time, the formation of a
special group of elite Soviet workers (nuclear workers) stimulated internal migration
to this region and prompted some residents to change their ideological attitudes and life
aspirations, obtaining the necessary education and building a career in an atomic town.

The prospect of further research may be an in-depth study of changes in the
consciousness of Polissia inhabitants associated with the development of Pripyat
nuclear city.
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