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RESEARCH OF ANTHROPONYMS IN THE CONTEXT OF LINGUOCULTURAL STUDIES
(BASED ON THE SURNAMES OF THE DNIPROVSKY PRYPORIZHZHIYA)

Iryna Korniienko'

Abstract

In the article is characterized the methodological foundations of research of the anthroponyms lexical as unique signal system,
components of which have particular structure, nomination, specificity of institution production and extension, being subjected to
language-wide lexes of beginning and functioning. Each unit of names is a certain, often hidden lingvokulturnyj text decoding of
which reveals information about the names of individuals traditions of individual regions and the entire ethnic group.

Culture undoubtedly forms and arranges the thinking of the linguistic personality, language classes and concepts. Language is both
ameans of creating, developing and preserving culture, its part due to its ability to create real, objectively existing works of material
and spiritual culture. Therefore, language signs are capable of performing the function of "language" culture, which is expressed
in the ability of the language to reflect the cultural and national mentality of its carriers. The linguoculturalist idea, based on the
human-centered philosophy which is characteristic of Ukrainian spirituality, is actualized in connection with the fixation in the
language, ethno-texts and discursive practices of the spiritual and material culture of the people; it refers also to proper names of
people, recorded in revision and metrical books that reflect civil status acts and evidence the movement of anthroponyms, which are
the most culturable signs, as directly related to the person's biography and the history of the land. Anthroponomy has accumulated
in itself information available in the most important for a person array of conceptual layers reproduced in the language pictures of
the world of various lingvo cultures, first of all, this array captures the information about the culture of the people, his life, customs,
beliefs, emotions, in general, the mentality of the carriers of the same linguistic culture. The results of regional anthroponymic
research should be considered more closely in the context of national culture and more widely —in the connection to inter-national

linguistic and cultural phenomena and processes.
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1. Introduction. The aim of the work is to highlight
the linguistic and cultural foundations of the study of
anthroponymic material The object of the research is
the anthroponymic vocabulary of the Ukrainian lan-
guage as a constituent part of the national culture. The
subject of the study — Linguistic and Cultural Aspect
of the Anthroponymic Research of the Dniprovsky
Pryporizhzhiya. Anthroponyms are modeled in the
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language based on the actualization of architectural
cultural concepts, the internal form of which is sig-
nificant for the humanities, linguistics in particular,
since it "decoding" the specificity of the mentality of
each particular nation, points to a universal and pecu-
liar, which are reflected in each particular linguistic
culture. Therefore, the question of the research of an-
throponyms in the linguocultural aspect is extremely
actual and promising.

This relevance is also reinforced by the fact that
the philosophical analysis of language and culture
was carried out mainly in the Western hermeneutic
tradition (J. Diubo?, D. Vico®, G. Lessing*, E. Hus-
serl’, M. Khaydegger®, V. Diltei’, G. Hadamer®). Un-
derstanding of language as a socio-cultural phenome-
non was reflected in the writings of K. Levi-Strossa’,
E. Kassirera'’ etc.

F. Buslaev!!, A. Afanasiev'?, O. Potebnia'’;
L. Vithenshtein', H. Hadamer'®, M. Heidegger'
engaged in problems of language, culture, ethnos
interrelations; V. Toporov'’, N. Tolstoi'!, E. Bart-
minski'’devoted their works to the study of culture
through language, arguing that language is an instru-
ment for the development and preservation of culture,
its share, since with it real, objectively existing mod-
els of material and spiritual culture are created.

2. Methodology: with the help of the main de-
scriptive-analytical method, theoretical generaliza-
tions concerning the interrelation of language and
culture, the necessity of studying anthroponyms in
the linguocultural aspect were made. Relying on
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the western hermeneutic tradition, the special status
of onymies in the language structure is emphasized,
which is manifested in the fact that the personal
names, on the one hand, are part of the lexical com-
position of the language and are subject to all their
laws of origin and functioning, and on the other hand,
it is a unique sign system , whose components have a
special structure, exclusive purpose, specifics of cre-
ation and distribution.

Surnames are one of the most important research
sources of questions about linguistic reflection of the
cultural history of their carriers and mentality and
other characteristic features of the population of a
particular region. The basic idea is that culture forms
and organizes the thinking of linguistic personality,
language categories and concepts.

The source base of the research is the dictionary
of the surnames of the Dniprovsky Pryporizhzhi-
ya by V. Horpynych and I. Korniienko?’, in which
about 20,000 names from the territory of the Dni-
provsky Pryporizhzhiya located on both sides of
the Dnipro River from Dnipropetrovsk almost to
the city of Zaporizhzhiya, where along the riv-
er bed to the construction of the Dniprohes there
were ten rapids and thirty stone ridges with a total
length of up to 75 km were recorded. The exact
boundaries of the Dniprovsky Pryporizhzhiya have
not yet been established. Therefore, this territory
includes settlements located from Dnipropetrovsk
to Zaporizhzhiya on both sides of the Dnipro to the
west and east within the Dnipropetrovsk and partly
Zaporizhzhiya region at a distance of up to 200 km,
as well as to the north, northwest and northeast
from Dnipropetrovsk, that is, the territory, which
has a common history of settlement, which was
significantly influenced by its central part — the
Pillars, Zaporohy, and in general, Pryporizhzhiya
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in the broad sense. The name of Pryporizhzhiya
(comp. Zaporizhzhiya) is based on the model of the
Zadniproviya — Prydniproviya, Zabuzhzhiya — Pry-
buzhzhiya.

The material of this scientific studio is the Ukrain-
ian surnames received through a continuous sample
from work: V. Horpynych and I. Korniienko. Anthro-
ponymy of the Dniprovsky Pryporizhzhiya and the
adjacent regions of Ukraine?'. The total sample size
1s 11,526 units.

3. Results and Discussion.

Anthroponymic system is perceived as a pecu-
liar synthesis of historical-social and linguistic-cul-
tural information about the nature and meaning of
the proper names and surnames, holding anthrop-
onymic researches in the field of language science.
Even in the nineteenth century people noted that the
proper names reflect the traces of human caprice
and fantasy, serve shortly as the history of life and
the national spirit?.

From the middle of the twentieth century. the re-
search of anthroponyms becomes anthropological.
The actual name begins to be regarded as part of the
culture of man, the nation as a carrier of cultural and
historical information. This was facilitated by the
development of linguoculture as a product of the an-
thropological paradigm in linguistics, the beginning
of which was laid back in the nineteenth century. V.
von Humboldt, who for the first time formulated the
provisions on the relationship between the language
and character of the people, noting that different lan-
guages in their essence, their influence on knowledge
and feelings are different visions of the world, and the
originality of the language affects the essence of the
nation, therefore, a profound study of the language
should cover all that history and philosophy associate
with the inner world of man®.

The concept in Humboldt found an interpretation
in the writings of O. Potebni*, Sh. Balli*®, Boduen
De Kurtene?, R. Yakobson?’. Its essence is in the fol-
lowing theses: 1) the material and spiritual culture are
embodied in the language; 2) any culture is nation-
al, which is expressed through a special worldview,
since the language is inherent in the internal form
which is specific to each nation; 3) the internal form
of speech — is an expression of the people's spirit, its
culture; 4) language is the intermediary between a
person and the surrounding world. Consequently, the
language was considered as a spiritual power?.

Philosophical analysis of language and culture
was carried out in the western hermeneutic tradi-
tion and by other philosophical scholars (J. Diubo®,
D. Vico¥, G. Lessing’!, E. Husserl, M. Heidegger®,
V. Diltei**, G. Hadamer®). Understanding language
as a socio-cultural phenomenon was reflected in the
works of K. Levy-Straussa®®, E. Cassirera®’ etc.

Problems of the relationship of language, culture,
and ethnicity were studied in the middle of XIX cen-
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tury by F. Buslaev®, A. Afanasiev®, O. Potebnia®; in
the twentieth century —L. Vithenshtein*', H. Hadam-
er?, M. Heidegger®.

Scientists are increasingly relying on the Sa-
pir-Whorf hypothesis about the significant depen-
dence of thinking on language. Neo-gumbbolt-
ianism and the formation of the famous school of
Sapir-Wharf were founded on the understanding of
the unity of language and culture.

A. Bruckner*, V. Toporov*, N. Tolstoi*®, E. Bart-
minski*’ devoted their works to the ideas of studying
culture through language. It is argued that language is
an instrument for the development and preservation
of culture, its share, because with the help of it real,
objectively existing patterns of material and spiritual
culture are created.

Culture undoubtedly forms and arranges the
thinking of the linguistic personality, language class-
es and concepts. Language is both a means of creat-
ing, developing and preserving culture, its part due
to its ability to create real, objectively existing works
of material and spiritual culture. On the basis of this
idea, the science of linguistic culture was created — the
marginal branch of linguistics, which studies the fixa-
tion in the language, ethno-texts and discursive prac-
tices of the spiritual and material culture of the peo-
ple, that is, the culturally significant information — the
preservation in the collective memory of the people
in the symbolic ways of material and spiritual aware-
ness of the world by certain ethnos reproduced in his
ideas, patterns of thinking and behavior, a system of
ethnic and aesthetic values, norms, customs, rituals,
myths, beliefs, superstitions, life, etc*®. The subject of
modern linguocultural studies is the study of cultural
semantics of linguistic signs, which is formed during
the interaction of two different codes — language and
culture, since each language personality is simulta-
neously a cultural personality. Therefore, language
signs are capable of performing the function of "lan-
guage" culture, which is expressed in the ability of
the language to reflect the cultural and national men-
tality of its carriers. Key concepts of culture occupy
an important position in the collective linguistic con-
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sciousness. Cultural connotation is an interpretation
of the denotative aspect of meaning in the categories
of culture. The potential resources of the nominative
system of language are realized in the connotation be-
cause each word has the ability not only to create, but
also to maintain a deep meaning, which is in complex
relationships with the semantics of the word, to es-
tablish it in the language, thus creating a cultural and
national language picture.

It should be noted the commonality of semiot-
ic systems of culture and language, which appears
in the following characteristics: and culture, and
language are forms of consciousness, reflecting the
human worldview; they exist in dialogue with each
other; subjects of language and culture — it is always
an individual person or society person or society; the
common feature of language and culture is normativ-
ity and historicism; language and culture is charac-
terized by antinomy "dynamics-statics"®. However,
language and culture are different semiotic systems,
although both are iconic. Language, in contrast to cul-
ture, is capable of self-organization and is oriented
towards a mass recipient.

The language forms its bearer, and each nation-
al language reflects and forms a national charac-
ter — a set of specific psychological features, which
in one way or another are inherent to the socio-eth-
nic community in the specific economic, cultural and
natural conditions of its development. So, among
the surnames of the Dniprovsky Pryporizhzhiya
1554 names are fixed, the basis for the formation of
which was a certain internal feature of the person:
a characteristic action, a habit (830 names): 3aou-
paiixo, Llinyiio, /[unoa, Jlexcewnwv; character rice,
temperament, feature of temperament (513 names):
Hobpenvko, 3anyowvko, Mayanypa, [lleuoxui, [llna-
nak; feature of speech (136 names): [aprasenxo,
Jlenemiok, [luckaueuti; mental abilities (75 names):
Lypnux, Hesnatixo, Myopax. For example, a neat and
tidy man was nicknamed as //[zanax by Ukrainians,
evil and wicked person — Yepsax, that who very loud-
ly speaks — Jlemenma. Fidgty and agile people were
named JKesorcuxamu, and fools — Cmpyysmu™.

The linguoculturalist idea, based on the hu-
man-centered philosophy which is characteristic of
Ukrainian spirituality, is actualized in connection
with the fixation in the language, ethno-texts and dis-
cursive practices of the spiritual and material culture
of the people; it refers also to proper names of people,
recorded in revision and metrical books that reflect
civil status acts and evidence the movement of an-
throponyms, which are the most culturable signs, as
directly related to the person's biography and the his-
tory of the land. At the forefront in the philosophy of
language comes the problem of meaning. Elements
of the language system ("signs") perform a univer-
sal function ("universal function"). The signs carry
out the initial processing of material and establish
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the general outlines for further learning of outspoken
space. Consequently, the whole world, all the things
that occur in the field of the spiritual vision of man in
the field of his consciousness, are for him such that
have meaning that is, any subject can be regarded as a
sign of a certain content. Thus, in Pryporizkyi region
we observe 148 surnames, in the basis of which is the
name of a particular subject or reality. For example:
Koorcywixo, Tenemro (menemxa — a very worn shirt),
Cabo (boots on wooden soles), [llybenxo. 76 sur-
names come from the names of buildings, structures
and their parts (hapaxkos, Jumapie, Xamuna), 310 lex-
emes — from the names of food products (bpunsa,
Tupooicenxo, Macnos, Konbaciok, I'peuxa)® etc.

Consequently, language, thinking, and culture
form a single entity which components can not exist
without one. Together they relate to the real world,
depend on it, reflect and simultaneously form it.
The world surrounding the person is represented by
three forms: the real picture of the world, the cul-
tural and social picture of the world, the language
picture of the world.

The real picture of the world is an objective tribute
that surrounds a person. Cultural painting is a reflection
of a real picture through the prism of concepts formed
on the basis of representations of a person, obtained
through the senses and formed through collective or
individual consciousness. Different peoples have dif-
ferent cultural pictures due to various factors: geogra-
phy, climate, natural conditions, history, social system,
level of scientific knowledge, beliefs, traditions, way
of life, etc. This can be traced on the example of many
surnames, for example from anthroponyms derived
from the names of household items and domestic
equipment (675 lexemes): Kopomucnauerno, Kazanox,
Coxupro, Coxa, Boous, [epxcax, Jlonama, bapoa
(ax, knife), baubapa (long whip); from the names of
plants (560 lexemes): I pa6, Ciusa, Onvxosutl, Bepoa,
Peovka, Jlo6o0a, Bepesin® etc.

It is clear that the national culture of the world
is primary in relation to language. It is richer, more
complete and deeper than linguistic. However, it is
the language that implements, verbalizes the national
cultural image of the world, preserves it and transfers
from generation to generation. Although the language
does not fix everything that is in the national vision
of the world, it is capable to describe everything. So,
any word is not just the name of an object or phe-
nomenon. This fragment of reality passed through
human consciousness and in the process of reflection
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acquired the specific features inherent in this national
social consciousness, due to the cultural experience
of the nation. Anthroponomy has accumulated in it-
self information available in the most important for
a person array of conceptual layers reproduced in
the language pictures of the world of various ling-
vo cultures, first of all, this array captures the infor-
mation about the culture of the people, his life, cus-
toms, beliefs, emotions, in general, the mentality of
the carriers of the same linguistic culture. Paramées,
linguistic archetypal images, verbal symbols, and an-
throponyms — they are above all, the units that ac-
tually primarily model the originality of the national
language picture of the world of each people. It is the
anthroponyms which are modeled in the language on
the basis of actualization of archetypal cultural con-
cepts, the internal form of which today maybe have
lost its topicality, importance for ordinary citizens,
but it is significant for the humanities, linguistics in
particular, because it "decrypts" the specificity of the
mentality of each particular people, points to a univer-
sal and peculiar, which are reflected in each particular
linguistic culture. For example, 207 studied names
originate from names of persons for social state. So,
the poor were called bampax, bypraxa, [onoma, [o-
nowueeys, Hatimum, Xononuenxo™.

Franko pointed out on the topicality of the study of
anthroponymy from the review of diachrony, noting
that "... the historian finds from them (anthroponyms)
the traces of certain historical walks, colonization and
mixture of nationalities, and the ethnologist follows
them by developing of certain national and public
institutions and preferences, the evolution of family
and social life, knowledge, crafts and the appropriate
customs and beliefs"**. Thus, the reason the emergence
of surnames that derive from the names of nationali-
ties is, apparently, the migration of people from one
ethnic territory to another, but not always. For exam-
ple, anthroponym Mockais could be a name for both
a Russian and a Ukrainian soldier who served in the
royal army. In 240 studied surnames the connections
of other nations with Ukraine, different demograph-
ic processes, etc (bouxo, Monoasaneywv, Jlumeunuyx,
Jlawko, onyyuean, Jlsix)* have found their reflection.

Surnames are known to be one of the richest and
most authoritative sources for studying the history of
native land, language and culture. In the Ukrainian
linguistic culture, we trace the names of the Cossack
origin, which also have a highly motivated charac-
ter, verbalize the positive or negative features of their
carriers, for example: Ilpobuticonosa, Jluxobadbum,
Bepnueopa, Boskooas, [lepeduiinic, Bepuusons,
Pabowman, Cropobaecamoio, Bozonrobuux,
Hepuenazos, Japmoepair®® and others. Similar Cos-
sack surnames have no analogues among anthrop-
onyms of other Slavic languages. They point to the
preference of the Cossacks, but, moreover, as we see,
the concept of "negation" was actualized, verbalized
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by the "no", volitional intentions was represented,
the imperative, verbalized by the grammatical form
of the verb of the imperative method contained in
the first part of the anthroponime, the second part
of the nickname or surname contains an indication
of the subject of action that it can be as a specific
object, even part of the human body, and abstract
name, which nominate predominantly negative cat-
egories. In addition, according to the nickname (sur-
name) given on the Sich, It was possible to obtain
pragmatic information about the widespread crafts
and handicrafts in Ukraine, for example: ITywxap,
Tumapenro, Yobomap, Kosanvuyr®'. Taxk, [lywxap,
Tapmaw™® are the nicknames of the Cossacks who
served or made the named kind of weapon. In the
anthroponimicon of the Dniprovsky Pryporizhzhi-
ya 734 surnames originate from the names of per-
sons by profession and kind of activity. These lex-
emes provide a wealth material for the study of the
state-administrative system and economic life of
the country (industry, crafts, trade, agriculture, etc.).
On such names, the names of military professions
(XopyHnorcuti, Comnuuenxo, Kanpanog), church po-
sitions ([laramapuyx, /laxonos, Tumap), names of
persons who cared for pets (Yabanrwx, Osuapenio),
names of persons who were related to weaving and
sewing of clothes (Koowcyxap, I[lleeyb, Yobomap,
Tkauyx), the names of artisans that processed metals
(Kosanenro, Komusp, Toxap), names of official posts
(Komenoanm, Bubopnuil, [lucapes) names of persons
involved in wood processing (Cmonsap, Tecnewxo,
bouxap, Tepmuwnux), names of persons engaged
in agriculture (Kocap, Menvnux, Mipowmnuxk), pro-
duced and sold food products (bpaosrcnux, [Lunxap,
Ilpacons, Bunnuk, Kyxapuyx)* etc.

Zaporozhtsi also were highlighted the ability to
jocular- humorous or ironically sarcastic linguistic-
creative ability to give nicknames, which were later
known to be transformed into surnames that could
indicate the characteristic trait, a feature that was in-
herent in the relation to nature of a certain Cossack,
the opposite of the real one, in particular Manuii®® was
the name of a high man, and Benuuxo® — the name of
a Cossack of small height.

Among the Ukrainian surnames we find those
which verbalize the funny character, revealed in the
specifics of the communicative ability of Ukraini-
ans, in fact their ability to joke over themselves, to
model humor. Ability to pronounce as negative, of-
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fensive, humiliating, problematic, and also beautiful,
good, high quality due to humor is a mental feature
of Ukrainians, a Ukrainian national character, which
is distinguished by specialists in ethnology, proved
by ethnolinguistic research. In the atroponimicon of
Ukrainians, this is appropriately verbalized in the
surnames, for example: Hemyouxama, Jluxobabum,
lioobopw, Kpueobox, Ilepuenasos, Jypuonsan,
Xatino, [epuno, I'onosaxa, Bybeno, pueora®. This is
especially clearly seen in the surnames derived from
the names of individuals for their internal properties
(1554 lexems) and external features (1315 lexems):
Linytiko, 3amyovro, Jlomaxa, Kynveeiiko, Kupiil,
Mupwaska, Kpusyna®.

The appearance of nicknames / surnames as ge-
neric names of human activity is primarily related
to the satisfaction of the need for a certain identi-
fication of a person. A feature of identification is
often the corresponding characteristic features of
some personality parameters. However, the concept
of etimation, a positive or negative characteristic of
a person by certain features which indicate mental
ability, physical characteristics, description of mor-
al and ethical behavior, that by the way, was rep-
resented as the opposite to the really available the
particular ability to perform qualitatively or poorly
professional duties , more gradually verbalized in
anthroponies of Ukrainian linguistic culture. Con-
sequently, the nicknames / surnames, in fact, is one
of the important sources of obtaining information of
a region-specific nature, information on history, eth-
nology, ethnography, culture.

4. Conclusions. Due to the linguistic analysis of
the nature of the motivation (internal form) of the
nicknames / surnames of Ukrainian linguistic cul-
ture, we completely logically observe the connec-
tion between the origin of the surname and certain
historical events, cultural traditions, the ability to
evaluate, characterize their dignities and defects,
mentality, and peculiarities of the national character.
During the analysis of anthroponymic units in the
linguocultural aspect in the center there is a linguis-
tic and cultural personality with its national pecu-
liar vision of the world, that is, mentality. Consid-
ering the specificity of anthroponymic vocabulary,
the complete dependence of its origin and existence
on cultural traditions and society, it should be noted
that there was a need to find new approaches for the
study of onymams. The results of regional anthrop-
onymic research should be considered more closely
in the context of national culture and more wide-
ly —in the connection to inter-national linguistic and
cultural phenomena and processes. The prospects
for the development of anthroponymy are in the an-
thropocentric understanding of the anthroponymic
subsystem of language in terms of ethno, psycho,
socio- and cognitive linguistics, and other aspec ts
of the theory of linguistic communication.
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AHoTanis

V cTarTi 0XapakTepu30BaHO METOOJIOTIUHI 3acay TOCiPKEHHST aHTPOIIOHIMHOT JIEKCHKH SIK YHIKaJIbHOT 3HAKOBOT CUCTEMH, KOM-
MOHEHTH SKOT MalOTh 0COOINBY Oy/lOBY, PU3HAYCHHS, CrIeIU(IKy TBOPEHHS Ta MOLIMPEHHS, MiAMNOPSAIKOBYIOYHCH 3aralbHOMOB-
HHMM 3aKOHaM BUHMKHEHHS i (QYHKIIOHYBaHHSI.

KokHa OHOMacTHYHA OJMHHILL SIBJIsIE€ COOO0 MEBHH, 4aCTO NPUXOBAHHI JIHTBOKYJIBTYPHHI TEKCT, IEKOyBaHHS SKOTO J03BO-
Jsie BUSIBUTH iH(OpMaIlilo Tpo Tpaauiil HaiiMeHyBaHb IHIUBIAYYMIB OKpeMUX perioHiB i minoro erHocy. Kynsrypa dopmye i
OpTraHi30By€e MUCJIEHHS MOBHOI 0coOucToCTi. MOBa € OTHOYAacHO i 3ac000M CTBOPEHHS, PO3BUTKY I 30epiraHHs KyIbTypH, i1 4acT-
KOIO 3aBISIKH CBOIl BIACTUBOCTI CTBOPIOBATH pealibHi, 00’ €KTUBHO ICHYIOYi BUTBOPU MaTepiaibHOI 1 TyXOBHOI KynbTypH. MOBHi
3HAKH 3/1aTHI BUKOHYBAaTH (PYHKIIIIO ,,MOBH™ KYJIBTYPH, 1[0 BUPAXKAETHCS y 3MaTHOCTI MOBHU BiJoOpaskaTH KyJIbTYpHO-HALliOHAIIb-
HY MEHTAJIBHICTH 1 HOCIiB. JIIHTBOKYJIBTYpOJIOTIYHA 1/1es1, 3aCHOBaHA Ha JFOAWHOLCHTPHYHIN (imocodii, BmacTuBiil ykpalHChKil
JyXOBHOCTI, aKTyaJli3yeThbcsl y 3B’sI3Ky 3 (pikcaiicio B MOBi, €THOTEKCTaX i AUCKYpCHUBHIM MPaKTHIL JyXOBHOI Ta MarepiajbHOi
KYJIBTYPH HapoJly; CTOCY€ThCS 1€ ¥ BIACHHMX Ha3B JIFOZICH, 3alIMCAHUX Y PEBI3bKUX Ta METPHYHUX KHUTAX, LIO BiJOMBAIOTH aKTH
IPOMaSTHCHKOI'O CTaHy i 3aCBiUYIOTh PyX aHTPOIIOHIMIB, SIKi € HAHO1IBII KyJIBTYPOHOCHUMH 3HAKaMH, OCKIJIbKU HPSIMO MOB’sI3aH1
3 Oiorpadiero TIOAMHY Ta ICTOPi€l0 Kparo. AHTPOIOHIMHI HAKOIIMYWIN B 001 iH(pOpMAaIiio, HasiBHY B HalOUTBII BasKIIMBOMY JUIS
JIIOMVHM MAaCHB1 KOHIIENITYaJIbHUX IUIACTIB, BITTBOPEHUX B MOBHHUX KapTHHAX CBITY Pi3HUX JIIHTBOKYJBTYD, HACAMIICPE/ 1€l MacHB
(ikcye BiTOMOCTI PO KyNIETYpy Hapofy, ioro mo0yT, 3Buuai, BipyBaHHS, €MOIii, 3araJIoM PO MEHTAJIBHICTb HOCIiB Ti€l uu Tiel
JIIHTBOKYJBTYpH. Pe3ynbraTti perioHalbHIX aHTPOIIOHIMHUX JTOCII/KEHb HEOOX1THO TICHIIIE PO3IISAATH Y KOHTEKCT] HaIllOHAIIb-
HOI KyJABTYpH ¥ IIKpIIe — y 3B’513Ky 3 MDKHAI[IOHAIBHUMH JTIHTBOKYJIBTYPHUMH SIBUILIAMH Ta ITPOLECAMH.

Kuio4osi cioBa
AHTPOIOHIM, MOBa, KyJIbTYPa, JTIHIBOKYJIBTYPOJIOTisl, MOBHA KapTHHA CBITY.



