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RESEARCHING WRITTEN MONUMENTS
IN THE CONTEXT OF CHANGING
SCIENTIFIC PARADIGMS

The scientific paradigm of the 2 1st century has acquired anthropocentric drift. In mod-
ern linguistic studies, the anthropocentric approach also occupies a dominant position: the
researcher’s attention is refocused from objects of cognition (lingual units of different levels)
to the subject; thus, linguists analyze an individual in language and language in an individual.

The article presents an attempt to define the range of problems of modern linguistic
diachronic researches about lingual personality, lingual consciousness, the language of the
epoch.

The preconditions of involving the concept of «lingual personality» in the research
arsenal of historical linguistics are analyzed. It has been found out that the text becomes a
key material for studies of historical lingual personology. The language of ancient texts is
studied as the expression and result of creativity of lingual personality.

Through the ancient texts of the preaching genre, the object of linguistic analysis in
studies, which are analyzed in article, gradually «visualized» church-religious picture of the
world as an element of the lingual picture of the world, there is an opportunity to analyze
changes in it, to study the specificity of religious (confessional) linguistic personality, from
religious communication at that time. It is defined that the prospective research direction is
the lexicographic direction of lingual personology; the possibilities of studying the language
of the epoch based on texts are analyzed.

Keywords: anthropocentric linguistic, lingual personology, lingual personality, lingual
consciousness, the language of the epoch, written monuments.

In the history of linguistic science, views on the nature of lingual reality have
repeatedly changed. It is during such changes, says Florii Batsevych, that in science
specific forms of language are formed. The scientist points to two diametrically opposite
approaches in the knowledge of the essence of language: immanent-semiological, when
considering language «in and of itself», namely such principles have contributed to the
formation of knowledge about language as a structure and system, and anthropological
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(or anthropocentric), within which language is studied inseparably from the inner world
of man'.

In modern linguistic studies, the anthropocentric approach occupies a dominant
position — in language they see the reflection of human consciousness, language is con-
sidered a cultural phenomenon and an expression of national mentality. The specificity
of the anthropocentric scientific paradigm is that the researcher’s attention is refocused
from objects of cognition (linguistic units of different levels) to the subject, thus linguists
analyze an individual in language and language in an individual. A number of direc-
tions have emerged within the anthropocentric paradigm of linguistics of the twentieth
century, and within each of them language becomes the object of study in a special way.

Seeing in the language «reflection» of the individual, observing how the individual
manifests itself in the language, linguists characterize the linguistic picture of the world;
within communicative linguistics, interest in the individual as a participant in the com-
munication process dominates. No less important is the study of the role of language in
cognitive processes and cognitive organization of the person (using information from
other sciences). Thus, language is viewed as a complex and multifaceted phenomenon
by linguists in various manifestations: both as an individual’s language, and as a separate
unit in the family of languages, and as a structure and system, and as a space of thought
and «habitation of the spirit».

At the end of the twentieth century, language was also analyzed as «a product of
culture, its important component and condition of existence, as a factor in the formation
of cultural codes»?.

Changing the scientific paradigm has made its footprint in the study of histori-
cal linguistics. Current scientific research on the language of Ukrainian ecclesiastical
sermons (sermons) of the sixteenth and eighteenth centuries, which we analyze in this
article, is a clear proof of this.

It should be noted that ancient texts related to the church and religious sphere - the
lives of saints, collections of sermons of the Greek-Slavic type, gospel teaching, baroque
sermons, etc., have repeatedly been the focus of Ukrainian linguists, in particular Vasyl
Nimchuk, Inna Chepiha, Dmytro Hrynchyshyn, Oleh. Kupchynskyi, Ulyana Dobosevych,
Halyna Chuba, Vira Franchuk, Oksana Nika, Oksana Zelinska, Ludmyla Dovha and
others. The scientists analyzed the language of written monuments in detail on phonetic-
orthographic, word-forming, morphological, syntactic and lexical levels, characterized the
defining features of linguistic stylistic organization of texts, and thus outlined the main
tendencies of formation of Ukrainian written-literary language of the 16%—17" centuries.

The application of modern scientific approaches to learning the language of past
eras is a complex and ambiguous problem. Taking a quick look at a series of works in
which Ukrainian written monuments of different periods served as material for the study,
we can conclude that anthropocentric linguistics approaches are being implemented
gradually and carefully enough in the works on the history of language. Researchers
have different opinions about whether ancient text can be the subject of contemporary

! Bauesiu @. C. Dinocodis mosu: Ictopis MiHrBOGLI0COPCHKUX yueHb: MmigpyuHuK. Kuis: BugaBHmdmii
neHTp «Axangemis», 2008.C. 27.

2 Macnosa B. A. JIMHTBOKYIIETYpOJIOTHsL: yueOHOE MocoOue Tst CTy/L. BhICIIL yueO. 3aBeneHuii. MockBsa:
Axanemus, 2001. C. 6.
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discourse analysis, noting that a document of past eras is actually difficult to associate
with a «text-event» or «text immersed in lifex; it is not a language that is considered
purposeful social action. By the way, Olena Matushek, a researcher of the baroque sermon
genre, regards it as a «frozen discourse», from which the image of the author is read
according to the basic model of communication «author-text-addressee». The preacher
manifests himself primarily through the texts he created, and the text of the sermon in
such circumstances acts as a result of text-making activity?.

Particular relevance in contemporary studies on the history of the Ukrainian lan-
guage are given to the issues of reconstruction of linguistic consciousness (individual,
ethnic, social), the study of the linguistic personality of the ancient and old Ukrainian
period, the construction of the linguistic picture of the Ukrainian world from past epochs
from its reproduced fragments. Through the ancient texts of the preaching genre, which
become the object of linguistic analysis, gradually «visualized» church-religious picture
of the world as an element of the linguistic picture of the world, there is an opportunity
to analyze changes in it, to study the specificity of religious (confessional) linguistic
personality, from religious communication at that time; after all, working with an ancient
text enables one to know at least partially through the prism of language those processes
that have taken place in the minds of people. Lidiya Hnatyuk also notes: «Reconstruc-
tion of the linguistic consciousness of the Ukrainian past — in a specific historical era —
will help to understand more deeply the laws and tendencies of the development of the
Ukrainian language, in particular literary, in the projection on the human personality,
more adequately to understand ancient texts and hidden behind them»*.

In each text, the «lingual personality» could be seen — this opinion was endorsed by
Yurii Karaulov. According to Yurii Karaulov, the study of lingual personality begins with
the identification of a hierarchy of meanings and values in its picture of the world, in its
thesaurus, involves the clarification and justification of motives and goals that determine
its development, behavior, control text creation®. Texts of the preaching genre of the 17—
16" centuries are rich material for analyzing the lingual portrait of the educated person of
that time, the individual manner of the author in the way of communicating the church-
religious dogmas, characteristic features of the author’s language. The linguistic fabric
of Old Ukrainian church sermons is closely intertwined with traditional book-written
and vernacular elements, and the spelling of the memorials is evidence of the active
interaction of several orthographic traditions. «The level of bookishness or nationality
of the text was determined by a set of many factors: the ideological-thematic content of
the monument, its functional orientation, the chronological period, as well as the level
of education of the author or copywriter, his linguistic consciousness, his personality»,
notes Tetiana Vydaichuk in the article «Linguistic Personality of the Old Ukrainian Age:
Problems and Aspects of the Study» and adds that the monuments consistently reveal
the most significant, actively perceived and learned elements of the linguistic picture
of the world of the Ukrainian at that time. The researcher suggests to consider authors,

3 Marymex E. SI3pIK0Bast TMUHOCT YKpPaHHCKOTo Iponosenuuka X VII eka. Zmogus kalbos erdvéje.

6. Mamepianu Haykosol koHghepenyii «/loouna 6 npocmopax mosuy: 30ipHUK HAyKOBUX MHpaib
Kaynacbekoro rymatitapHoro ¢akyisrery BinbHiocskoro yniBepeurety. Kaunas, 2010. C. 298-299.
I'natiox JI. I1. MoBHuit denomen I'puropis CkoBopoan B KOHTEKCTI CTapOyKpaiHCHKOI KHHKHOT
Tpanumii: MoHorpadis. Kuis: Bunasanunii nentp «KuiBcpkuii yHiBepcurer», 2010. C. 6.
Kapayinos 0. Pycckuit 5361k 1 s13bIKOBast THYHOCTB: MoHOrpadust. Mocksa: Hayka, 1987. C. 37.
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copyists and compilers of ancient texts at the same time both their creators and those
who can be considered as the linguistic personality of the era ®.

It is also important that researchers refer to the term «linguistic personality» as
not just a specific individual. Yurii Karaulov identified three levels of abstraction in the
study of linguistic personality: 1) personality as author of texts and as an individual
with his own character, interests, social inquiries and attitudes; 2) personality as a typi-
cal representative of a particular language community or collective; 3) personality as
a representative of the human race in general’. The study of the structure of linguistic
personality, its place in interpersonal and intercultural communication, individual percep-
tion of reality, the identification of types and portraits of linguistic personalities — all this
makes it possible to analyze the peculiarities of the mentality of the respective society,
ethnic group. V1. Karasyk in a number of works on the structure and types of linguistic
personalities, in particular in the monograph «Linguistic Circle: Personality, Concepts,
Discourse» (2002) introduced and argued the notion of a model personality — a typical
representative of a certain circle of persons who is identified by specific characteristics,
verbal and non-verbal behaviors related to its value orientations. The model personality
«significantly influences the culture in general and serves as a specific symbol of that
culture for representatives of other ethnic cultures. [...] Such personalities make it pos-
sible to speak about the specificity of the era»®.

Reconstruction of the linguistic personality of the extraordinary figure of the past,
Hrygoriy Skovoroda, based on the research of the original ones created, dedicated to
L. Hnatyuk’s monograph «The Linguistic Phenomenon of Hrygoriy Skovoroda in the
Context of the Old Ukrainian Book Tradition» (Kyiv, 2010). The work not only substanti-
ates the theoretical foundations, but also demonstrates their practical implementation: the
researcher has identified and analyzed in detail the sources and factors that influenced the
formation of Skovoroda’s linguistic consciousness, such as the socio-political and cultural
context of his life and work, the linguistic situation of the 18th century, educational level, etc.

Hrygorii Skovoroda’s «model» linguistic personality clearly stands out against the
background of the linguistic consciousness of the old Ukrainian society as a whole and
of the book elite in particular, forming a holistic view of it’.

A series of modern linguistic studies of handwritten tales of the seventeenth century
shows significant interest in these texts precisely from the standpoint of anthropocentric
linguistics.

The material for the research by Olena Matushek «The lingual personality of the
Ukrainian preacher of the 17" century» was served by the texts of the sermons by Toanykiy
Halyatovsky, Anthony Radyvylivskyi, and Lazar Baranovych. The author analyzes the

Bupaituyk T. MoBHa 0cOOHMCTICTh CTapoyKpaiHChKOT 100H: IPOOIEMH Ta aCHEeKTH JOCIIHKCHHS.
Vxpaincoka mosa i nimepamypa 6 cyuachiii wikoni. 2012. Ne 6. C. 5.

Pycckuit s3p1k: DHuuknoneans / o pea. 0. H. Kapaynos. 2-e uzn., nepepad. u momn. Mocksa:
Bonbuas poc. snnuki., 1997. 671 c.

Kapacuk B. W. SI3bIk0BOIl KpyT: JMYHOCTb, KOHLENTHI, AucKypc. Bonrorpan: Ilepemena, 2002.
C. 16—-17; Kapacuxk B. U. PeueBoe noBeneHne 1 TUIIBI SA3BIKOBBIX JIUYHOCTEH. Maccosas Kynvmypa
Ha pybesice XX—XXI sexos: Yenosex u e2o duckypc: ¢6. nayd. tpynos / moz pen. F0. A. Copokuna,
M. P. XKenryxunoii. Mocksa: A36yxoBruk, 2003. C. 30.

I'mariok JI. I1. MoBHuit penomen ['puropiss CkoBOponu B KOHTEKCTI CTapOyKpaiHCHKOI KHHKHOL
Tpaauuiil: MoHorpadis. Kuis: Bunasuuuunii nentp «KuiBcbkuii yHiBepcuret», 2010. 446 c.
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peculiarities of the language of preachers of the 17" century, draws conclusions about
the picture of the world and the identity of perhaps the most famous speakers of the
time. «Knowledge, value orientations and representations are fixed in texts as formulas,
predetermined, on the one hand, by canons and traditions, and on the other by prescrip-
tions of rhetoric and homiletics. Accordingly, the picture of the world created in the
sermon is a normative world order», the researcher notes'. In her equally interesting
article «The Ukrainian Sermon of the 17" Century» Olena Matushek as «acting through
words» proves that speaking is a speech act that «can have the following functions: to
explain specific actions, to lead to specific actions, to interpret past concrete actions, to
prepare specific actions»'!. The interpretation of the gospel passage in the Old Ukrain-
ian sermon was an incentive for the then-listener / reader not to passively expect God’s
grace, but to act actively on its way to it.

Analytical communicative-cognitive meanings embedded in the preaching texts
of the 17" century individuals, who made various corrections in the manuscript col-
lection of sermons, devoted to the scientific investigation of Yuliya Oleshko «Manu-
script collection of preaching texts of the XVII century in communicative-cognitive
aspect»'?. The researcher found various kinds of interferences in the text, in particu-
lar: the excision of fragments containing the preacher’s appeal to the audience, the
author’s self-characterization; correct errors or misunderstandings; recordings that
extend the narrative of the sermon, etc. As the text retained to this day contains «com-
municative meanings, embedded in at least two or three punishments», the thesis is
offered about the non-synchronous co-authorship of the studied texts and «differences
in the cognitive space of the speakers», which predetermined their communicative
behavior'®. The factual features of sermons (deixis — the property of expression to
indicate a specific spatial-temporal situation) were first the subject of analysis in the
article by Yuliya Oleshko. In another publication, the author wrote on the material
of a manuscript collection of eighteenth-century tales. Considered emotionality as a
communicative-cognitive category that encompasses linguistic means that are used
for the codified expression of emotions and capable of producing an emotional effect
for the recipient'.

On the basis of selected sermons by Lazar Baranovych and Simeon Polotskyi,
Nadiya Morshna revealed the peculiarities of the reception of the image of St. Oleksiy

10 Maryurek E. SI3bikoBast THYHOCTb YKpaHHCKOro nponosenuka XVII sexa. Zmogus kalbos erdvéje.
6. Mamepianu Haykosol koHghepenyii «/lroouna 6 npocmopax mosuy: 30ipHUK HAyKOBUX MHpaib
Kaynacekoro rymanitaproro ¢axyssrery BinbHiocbkoro yHiBepcurety. Kaunas, 2010. C. 300.

" Marymek O. Ykpaincbka npomnosigs XVII cTomiTTs SK «1is 3a 0NOMOrorw ciiBy. Haykogi
sanucku TepHoninbcvkoeo HayionanbHoeo nedazoeiunozo yHigepcumemy imeni B. [hamroxa. Cepisa:
Jlimepamyposnascmeo. Tepuonine, 2010. Burm. 30. C. 72.

12 Oneuko 1O. Pykonuchuii 36ipauk Kazanp XVII CT. y KOMyHIKaTHBHO-KOTHITHBHOMY aCIEKTi.
Moeosnasuuii gichuxk: 30. HayK. ipanb. Yepkacu, 2014. Bum. 18. C. 142-146. URL: http://nbuv.gov.
ua/UJRN/Mv_2014_18_25.

13 Tam camo.

14 Omemko FO. EmoTtuBHICTH cTapoykpaincbkoi mponosimi XVII ct. MogHi i konyenmyanwii kapmuHu
ceimy. 2014. Bum. 50(2). C. 144—149. URL: http://nbuv.gov.ua/UJRN/Mikks 2014_50(2) 24.
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in the preaching discourse of the 17th century, detailing how a secondary ideological-
thematic structure lay on the «primary story and structure of the saint’s lifex»'>.

Analyzing contemporary research on the language personality of the preacher, we
cannot ignore the monograph of the Russian researcher Adelina Salakhova «Confes-
sional linguistic personality: communicative strategies and tactics» (2013), in which
the author views the sermon as one of the key elements of religious discourse, religious
communication. Every sermon, according to the linguist, can be considered a certain
adaptation of the original text (Holy Scripture — N.B.) to the capabilities / level of hu-
man perception'. This adaptation may take the form of a full or partial translation of
the original text in a more accessible language, resulting in expanded or concise ver-
sions of the source text, the study of which will decode key information that has been
accumulated in the text-making process.

In general, the genre of preaching of 16—17" centuries in Ukrainian linguistics is
not sufficiently studied from the standpoint of anthropocentric linguistics. The urgency
of such an analysis of the texts of the sermons is dictated, according to O. Nika, by
the general nature of the orator-preaching genre («entice to hear»), which includes
interactivity, dialogism, procedural, interpretative, functional syncretic (informative,
cognitive-expressive, emotional) use expressive means due to this peculiarities of textual
production, as well as «new approaches to their study from the standpoint of communica-
tive and cognitive linguistics, linguocultural science, linguosemiotics, linguopoetics»'’.
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Haranis BATHIOK

JOCIHIDKEHHA TMCEMHUX ITAM’SITOK Y KOHTEKCTI 3MIHM HAYKOBUX
[MAPAJUTM

Hayxosa napaaurma XXI ct. HaOyia aHTPOIIONEHTPHYHOTO CIIPSIMyBaHHS. AHTPOIIO-
LCHTPUYHUH ITiIX1]1 TOCTYIIOBO 3aiiMa€ KITFOYOBI MO3HIIIT 1 B CY9aCHHX MOBO3HABUMX CTYHIsAX:
JOCIITHUIBKHHA (DOKYC JIIHTBICTIB MEPEMICTUBCS 3 00 €KTIB Mi3HAHHS (MOBHHX OJWHUIIH
pi3HUX piBHIB) Ha Cy0’€KT, BiITaK BUBYAIOTH JIOAMHY B MOBI i MOBY B JIFOJIMHI.

VY crarti 3pobieHo crpoOy OKPECINTH KOJIO TUTaHb, [TOB’SI3aHUX 13 BUBYEHHSIM MOBHOT
0co0MCTOCTI, MOBHO{ CBiZIOMOCTi, MOBH €IIOXH Y JIaXPOHHOMY ACIIEKTI.

[TpoanaiizoBaHO NIEpeaYMOBH 3ay4EHHS MOHATTS «MOBHA OCOOUCTICTBY JIO JOCII-
HUIIBKOTO apCeHay iCTOPUYHOI JIIHIBICTUKHU. 3’5ICOBAHO, [0 caMe TEKCT CTA€ KIFOYOBUM
MarepiasoM IS CTyii 3 iICTOPHYHOT JIiHrBorepcoHosorii. Y (okyci MOBO3HABIIIB — MOBa
JIaBHIX TEKCTIB SIK BUSB 1 Pe3yJIbTaT TBOPYOCTI MOBHOI 0COOMCTOCTI.

Kpi3b MOBHY KaHBY JJaBHiX TEKCTiB ITPOIIOBIIHUILIBKOTO KaHPY, K1 € 00’ €KTOM aHaJIi3y
y CTYIisIX, B3STHX JIO YBark y CTaTTi, PElIbePHO MPOSIBISLETHCS LIEPKOBHO-PEIIiriiHa KapTHHA
CBITY SIK €JIEMEHT MOBHOI KapTHHH CBiTY, BHHHKAE 3MOr'a aHaJIi3yBaTy 3MiHH B Hili, BUBYATH
crneudiky pesiriiHoi MOBHOT 0COOMCTOCTI, TOTOYAaCHOI peJIiriiHOT KOMYHIKaIlii.

[lepcrieKTHBHUMH BH3HAUYEHO MOXKJIMBOCTI BUBUCHHSI MOBHOI OCOOMCTOCTI MHHYIIUX
eI0X Ha MaTepialli JaBHIX TEKCTIB.

Kniouosi cnosa: anTpOINIOLEHTPUYHA JITHIBICTHKA, JIIHTBOIIEPCOHOJIOTISI, MOBHA OCO-
OHUCTICTh, MOBHA CBIJIOMICTh, MOBA €IOXH, ITUCEMHI TaM’ITKH.
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