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The article examines the specificity of author’s terminology in German-language
philosophical discourse based on the works of Immanuel Kant, Georg Wilhelm Friedrich Hegel,
and Martin Heidegger. The research aims to identify and analyze the lexico-semantic features of
the philosophical terminological system, considering two levels: the expression level (lexico-
grammatical structures) and the content level (conceptual structures). The research methodology
includes linguistic analysis of philosophical texts, corpus analysis using BootCat software,
frequency analysis of terminological units, and semantic-conceptual analysis of key lexemes. The
main results demonstrate that German-language philosophical discourse is characterized by
active neologism formation through compositional morphology, reinterpretation of everyday
lexemes, a high degree of concept abstraction, and author-specific semantic content of terms. A
detailed analysis of the lexeme “idea” in the works of Kant and Hegel revealed the fundamental
non-identity of the conceptual content of identical terms in different philosophical systems. The
study proves that language in philosophical discourse functions not only as a means of expressing
thought but as an active instrument for constituting new conceptual structures and a form of
thinking itself. The conclusions confirm that philosophical discourse creates its own semantic
order in which constant reconceptualization of reality occurs through linguistic means. The
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research contributes to understanding the complex interrelations between language, thought, and
reality construction in philosophical texts.

Key words: conceptualization, neologisms, semantic transformation, German language,
terminological system.

Y emammi oocnioocyemvca cneyugika agmopcwvroi mepminonoii y HiMeybKoMo8HOMY
Ginocopcoromy ouckypci ma mamepiani meopie Immanyina Kamma, ['eopea Binveenvma
@piopixa I'erenss ma Mapmina [aiiderrepa. Mema Odocniosicenns noaseae 6 idenmugixayii ma
AHATI3] TeKCUKO-CEMAHMUYHUX 0cobausocmeli (hinocohcokoi mepmiHocucmemu 3 ypaxye8anHam
080X PDIBHIB. PIGHS GUPANCEHHS (NEKCUKO-2PAMAMUYHI  CMPYKmMypu) ma pieHs 3MICmy
(xonyenmyanvui cmpykmypu). Memooonocis 00CiONCeHHs. GKIUAE NIHSGICIMUYHUL AHAI3
Qinocopcorkux mexcmis, KOpnycHuti aHaniz 3 GUKOPUCTIAHHAM NPOSPAMHO20 3a0e3nedeHs
BootCat, wacmomuuii auaniz mepmiHONOLITUHUX OOUHUYL MA CEMAHMUKO-KOHYENMYAIbHULL
ananiz xmouoeux gexcem. OCHOGHI pe3yibmamu OeMOHCIPYIOMb, WO HIMEYbKOMOBHUL
Qinocopcoruti  OucCKypc — XapakxmepuzyemoCs — AKMUBHUM — HEON02I3MOMBOPEHHAM — Uepes
KOMROZUYILIHY MOP@ON02it0, NepeoCMUCTIeHHAM NOBCAKOEHHUX JIeKCeM, BUCOKUM CMYNeHeM
abcmpaxyii nowsmy Ma A8MOPCHLKOI CHEYUPDIKOI CEMAHMUYHOSO HANOGHEHHS MePMiHie.
Jemanvnuu ananiz nexcemu “idea” y meopax Kawma ma [erens 6uasue npuHyunogy
HEIOCHMUYHICMb KOHYENMYalIbHO20 3MICHY OOHAKOBUX MEPMIHIE V DISHUX irococoKux
cucmemax. Jocnioxcents 00600uns, wo mMosa y Qinocoghcokomy OUcKypci QyHKYioHye He iuuie
AK  3aci0  BUPAJCEHHA OYMKU, A AK AKMUBHULU I[HCMPYMEHM KOHCHUMYKOBAHHSA HOBUX
KOHYEeNmMyaibHUX CmpyKmyp ma Gopma camozo Mucienus. Bucnosxu niomeepoicyioms, ujo
Ginocopcoruti OUCKypc Ccmeopioe GIACHULL CEMAHMUYHUL NOPSIOOK, Y SKOMY 6i00yeacmuvcs
nOCMIitiHa peKoHyenmyanizayis OiUCHOCMI Yepe3 MOBHI 3aco0uU.

Knrouoei cnosa: xonyenmyanizayis, Heoa02izmu, CeMAHMUyHa mpancghopmayis, Himeyvbka
MO6d, MePMIHOJIO2IYHA CUCTEMA.

I. BCTYII

dinocodchKuil AUCKYPC € 0COOTUBOIO POPMOIO JTIHIBATBHOT B3a€MO/I11, B IKOMY MOBA CIIyTY€
He JuIme 3acoboMm mepenadi iHdopmamii, a i aKTUBHUM IHCTPYMEHTOM JJIsi KOHLENTYyai3amii,
peduiekcii Ta nepenadi ieid. Ha BimMiHy BiJ] iHIIIMX TUTIIB TUCKYPCY, TYT Ha IEPEeIHbOMY ILJIaH1 CTOITh
HE TPOCTE TOBIAOMIICHHS EMIIpUYHHUX (akTiB, a crnpoba MOBHO OXONHTH aOCTPaKTHI, YacTO
HerpeaMeTHI KoHuenTH. Pinmocodis Sk Hayka, OO0 TeMaTudye (QyHAaMEHTAIbHI CTPYKTYypH
MUCJICHHSI, CBITY Ta Mi3HAHHS, BAAETHCS MPH [IOMY J0 CKJIQJHUX MOBHHUX 3ac00iB, 00 BioOpa3uTu
PI3HOMAHITHICTB 1 TTHOMHY CBOTO MpeaMeTa. Y IbOMY BiIHOIIECHHI HIMEIIbKOMOBHUH (pisTocoOPChKMiA
JMICKYPC CTAaHOBUTH OCOOJIMBO TUTITHHIA PEAMET JOCIIKEHHS, OCKUIBKH BiH CIIUPAETHCS Ha JIOBTY 1
MPOIYKTUBHY TPAIMIIIO, B SIKii MOBA 1 MUCJICHHS TICHO TIOB’sI3aHi.

Hapasi mnpoBeneHa Hu3Ka JOCHIIKEHb AaBTOPCHKMX HOBOTBOPIB y HIMEIbKOMOBHOMY
dinocoperkomy muckypei. Tak, I'. I'pann y npani  “Die Metapher des Daseins — Das Dasein der
Metapher” (Granz, 2007) netasibHO BUCBITIIIOE MOBHY (inocodiro M. lNaiigerrepa, 30xkpema ioro
KOHIICTIIIIFO MOBH SIK “momy OyTTs . ABTOp mpociiakoBye, sk M. laiigerrep mepeocMHCIIOE
TpaJulliiiHe PO3yMIHHSA MOBH Ta CTBOPIOE BJACHY TepMiHOJOriuHy cucremy. OcoOnmBa yBara
npunainserbest peromeny “Rede” (MOBIeHHS) sIK CrIOCOOY JIFOCHKOTO OYTTs, IO iIHTEPIIPETYETHCS B
“ByTTi 1 4yaci” sK (¢yHIaMEHTaJlbHa EK3UCTEHLIaNbHAa CTPYKTypa. JlOoCHi/KeHHsS MoOKa3ye, SK
M. Tlaiigerrep He 3MiHIOE caMe PO3YMiHHs MOBH, a pO3IJIsAac i 3 HOBOT TOUKH 30pYy — 3 MO3MLIT ‘101
oyrTs” (Seinsgeschick).

M. Tome (Thomé, 1998) netanpHo aHai3y€e OAMH 13 LIEHTPAJIbHUX TEPMIHIB XalIEITEPIBCHKOT
¢inocodii — “Dasein” (OyTtst). SKkimo TpaguuiiiHO Hell TepMiH SK NEpeKiaj]] JIATUHCHKOTO
“existential” o3Ha4yaB MPOCTO HasBHICTH 00’€KTa a00 peHOMEHA HE3aJEeKHO B1Jl HOro BHYTPIIIHBOI
cytHocTi, To M. Taiinerrep neperBoproe ioro Ha crneuudiuHe MOHATTS JUIs MO3HAYEHHS caMe
mroackkoro OyTTs. [lpars netambHO po3rIIsAgae, siK el TepMiH Ha0yBae HOBOT'O OHTOJIOTIYHOTO
BUMIpPY, CTalOYM KJIFOYOBUM JUIsI PO3YMIHHS JIFOJICBKOI €K3UCTeHIi sk OyTTs-y-cBiTi (In-der-Welt-
Sein).
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ABtopcheki HOBoTBOpH M. Tlaiierrepa posrisHyTi Takox y npami Y. Hliagens “Von einer
Ethik zu einer Politik der Sorge” (Schindel, 2021). ABTOp MOCHIIIKY€E TaliICITEPIBCHKUNA KOHIICTIT
“Sorge” (typbota), sikuii y ¢inocopa HaOyBae HabOaraTo MIUPHIOrO 3HAYCHHS IOPIBHAHO 3
MOBCSKICHHUM PO3YMIHHSAM SIK “HiKITyBaHHS 4M “TpuBora”. “Sorge” y M. l"aiinerrepa MicTUTb Taxi
€MOIIiifHI 1 MOTHBAIliliHI JIFOJCHKI CTaHHU, SK-OT: yBara, iHTepec, MparHeHHs, JII00OB, HEHABHCTb,
cTpax, 00s3Hb, 000B’SI30K, MPOBHHA. Y Mpalll BAOKPEMJIIOIOTHCS TPU LIEHTPAIbHI MOAYCH TYpOOTH:
Besorgen (3aranbHa J1oicbKa MPAKTUKA 1 TOBOHKEHHS 3 peyaMu), Fiirsorge (IOBOKEHHS 3 IHIIIMMU )
Ta Selbstsorge (mikimyBaHHS TIpo camoro cebe). JlochipKeHHs JAEeMOHCTpye, Mo TypOoTa € He
€MOLIIIHUM CTaHOM, a (PyHJaMEHTAIbHOI0 OHTOJIOTTYHOIO CTPYKTYpOIo JroAcbkoro Dasein. M. [HBy
CHUCTEMAaTH3Y€ TalAeITepiBChKy TEPMIHOJIOTIIO, 30KpeMa, KitouoBi HeosorisMu “In-der-Welt-Sein”,
“Mit-sein”, “Seinkonnen”, “Seinlassen”. ABTop nokasye, sk M. "aiinerrep ekcriepuMeHTye 3 MOBOIO,
CTBOPIOIOYM HOBI CKJIa/JHI KOMIIO3UTH Ta IEPEOCMUCIIOIOYM TPaAMLiiiHI (QuIiocochbki TepMiHU
(Inwood, 2017).

Huszka npaup npucesiueHa aBTOpcbkuM HoBoTBOpaMm I'. I'erensa. Tak, A. ApHar y mpari
“Dialektik und Reflexion: Zur Rekonstruktion des Vernunftbegriffs” (Arndt, 2003) ananizye
TerelliBChbKY JIAIEKTUYHY TEPMIHOJIOTIO, 30Kpema crnenudiuHe BUKOPUCTaHHS TEPMIiHIB
“abcTtpakTHe” 1 “koHKpeTHe”. Ha BiAMiHY BiJ MOBCSIKIESHHOTO MOBHOTO BXXHBaHHS, Ji¢ aOCTpaKTHE
MIPOTHCTABIISIETHCS HAOYHO KOHKpeTHoMYy, I'. I'erens Ha3zuBae “‘abctpakTHHM™ Te, 10 nepedyBae B
i3ompoBaHoMy craHi. Ilpams mokasye, sk I. I'erens paaMKaabHO TEPEOCMHCITIOE TPAAMLIHHI
¢inocodchki MOHATTS, CTBOPIOIOYM BIIACHY TOHSATIMHHY CHUCTeMy, /¢ TepMiHM HaOyBarOTh HOBHX,
Y4acTO MPOTHIICKHUX TPATUIIMHNM, 3HaYeHb. JlOCIIPKEHHS PO3KPHUBAE 3B 130K MK T€relliBChKOI0
JaJIEKTUKOIO Ta pediekciiiHolo cTpykTyporo oro nousts. Y. Teinop y npami “Hegel” (Taylor,
2012) 3mificHIOE TPYHTOBHUHM aHalI3 TerelliBChKOi TEPMIHOJOTIYHOI CHCTEMH, 30KpeMa TaKHuX
HEeHTpaTbHUX TOHATH 5K “Begriff” (monsarrs), “Bestimmung” (Bu3nadenns), “Unmittelbarkeit”
(6e3nocepennicTh), “Bewusstsein” (cBiIOMICTh). ABTOp MOKa3ye, SIK 11l TEPMiHU (YHKIIOHYIOTH Y
JanekTUYHOMY pyci AyMku ['erensi, mocTiitHo TpaHcopMyrounch Ta HAOyBalOUM HOBUX 3HAYeHb Ha
PI3HUX eTarax po3ropTaHHs aOCOIOTHOI 171€i.

Baxmeum HoBoTBOpaMm I. Kanta npucssuena mpars . Ilpaycca “Kant und das Problem
der Dinge an sich” (Prauss, 1977). ABTop neranbHO aHamni3zye TepMiH “Ding-an-sich” (piu-y-cobi) i
MOCTYJIIOE CEMaHTUYHI po30ikHOCTI Mk “Erscheinung” (siBuiie — Te, sIK peyi HaM SIBISIFOTHCS) Ta
“Ding an sich” (piu y co0i — Te, SKMMHU peul € cami 1Mo co0i, He3aJIe)KHO BiJ HALIOTO IMI3HAHHS).
JlocmikeHHs TToKa3ye, K e TepMiH CTa€e KJIIOYOBUM Ul PO3YMIHHS KaHTIBCHKOT THOCEOJIOTI Ta
fioro kputuku Mmetadizuku. Y mpami “A Kant Dictionary” T'. Keitmxuna (Caygill, 2017) ocHoBHa
yBara c)OKycoBaHa Ha TaKi KJII0OUOBi MOHATTS, 5K “Moglichkeit” (moxmuBicTh) Ta “Notwendigkeit”
(meoOxinmuicth). I'. Kelmkun mnokasye, sk . KaHT mnepeTBoproe Ii MOBCAKAECHHI TEpMiHM Ha
¢inocoperki KaTeropii 3 YITKO BHU3HAUYEHUM emicTeMosioriyHuM cratycoM. OcobnmBa yBara
NpUIiIeHa TOMY, SIK BOHH (YHKIIOHYIOThH SIK OTIEPaTOpH, IO CTBOPIOIOTH 3 ICTHHHUX YU XMOHHX
BHCIIOBJIIOBaHb HOBI BHCJIOBIIOBAHHS 3 €KCIUTIIUTHUM MoaycoM ictuHHOCTI. I'.E.Enmicon y npari
“Kant’s Transcendental Idealism: An Interpretation and Defense” (Allison, 2004) neranpHO
BHUCBITJIIOE KaHTIBCBKY CHCTEMY TPAHCICHICHTAIBbHUX 17€H, TMOKAa3yl4Yd pPI3HUII0 MK
TPAHCLEHIEHTAIbHUMHU, €CTETUYHUMHU, KOCMOJIOTTYHUMHU, MOPAJIbHUMHU Ta PETYJIATUBHUMH 1/1€IMH.
[Ipans nemonctpye, sik . KanTt cTBOproe ckiagHy i€papxidyHy CUCTEMY TEPMIHIB, /e KOKEH PIBEHb
Mae crenudiuny (QyHKOil0 y cTpykTypi KpuTuuHoi (imocodii. OcobnmBa yBara NpUAIISETHCS
peryasaTHUBHIN QyHKILIT i1ei po3ymy.

HaBeneni Buine po3BiIKH JEMOHCTPYIOTh Pi3HI MHIAXOAW 1O TOCHIIHPKEHHS aBTOPCHKOL
¢inococpkoi TepMiHOJOTII — BiJ CTBOPEHHS CHEILialli30BaHUX CIIOBHMKIB J0 KOHIIENTYaJIbHOI'O
aHaJi3y OKpPEeMMX KIIOYOBHMX TEPMiHIB, BIJ JIaXpOHIHHOTO BHMBYEHHS €BOJIIOLII MOHATH [0
KOMITApaTHBHOTO aHAJi3y iXHHOTO BUKOPUCTAHHS PiI3HUMH MHUCITUTENsIMU. Lle cBimuuTh mpo te, 1mo
¢inocodcrkuil  TUCKYpC € OCOOTMBHM BHIOM MOBHOTO BIUIMBY aBTOpa Ha ajpecara uepes
BUKOPHUCTAHHS MOBHUX 3aCO01B IPH OMUCI CeUU(]PIUHOT peanbHOCTI — P110COPCHKOT KAPTUHU CBITY.
3Ha4YeHHSI OKPEMHUX CEMAaHTUYHUX CTPYKTYP MOJISATAE TYyT MEHIIIE B Iepeaadi iHgopmarii (o TumoBo
JUIS 1HIOMX THIB JWUCKYpCY, Hanpukian, mexaiiHomy (mop. Kiyko, 2020)), a pagme B Tomy, mo6
CTBOPUTH KaHaJl 3B’SI3Ky MIXK IMpouecoM MHCIeHHS ¢inocoda i mucineHHAM untada. Dopmyroun
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KOHIENTH Ha OCHOBI BIACHOT'O CBITOTJISIY Ta BTUIIOIOYH I1i KOHLIETITH B CJIOBa, aBTOP CTBOPIOE TEKCT
3 YHIKaIbHUMH BJACTUBOCTSIMH, SIKHH TaKMM YHHOM CTa€ HAJA3BUYAMHO IIKaBUM OO0’ €KTOM
JIHTBICTUYHOT'O JTOCIIIKEHHS.

HoBu3Ha Haioi po3BifKy MOJATAE Y KOMIUIEKCHOMY ITiIX0/I1 A0 aHaIi3y HIMEIIbKOMOBHOTO
¢inococrkoro QUCKypey, A€ BIEpIIe MOEIHAHO JOCIIPKEHHS JBOX PIBHIB: piBHS BHPAKEHHS
(JIeKCHKO-rpaMaTU4Hi CTPYKTYpH) Ta PiBHS 3MICTY (KOHLENTyallbHI CTPYKTYpH). Y JOCIHIHKEHHI
3aCTOCOBOHO CYYacHiI KOMIT'IOT€pPHI MeToAu KopmycHoro anamidy (BootCat) mnst kimbkicHOTO
BHUBUEHHS TepMiHomnorii y mpamsx [. Kanra [Kant, 1998; Kant, 2003; Kant, 2009], I'. B. ®. I'erens
(Hegel, 1987; Hegel, 1984) ta M. T'aiinerrepa (Heidegger, 2001), mo nae o0’exTHBHI JaHi mpo
4acTOTy BXKMBaHHS TepMiHIB. OcoOIMBY HOBU3HY CTAHOBUTH JETalIbHUIM KOMIIAapaTHUBHHUM aHami3
KOHIICTITIB, SIKMI MOKa3y€ HElJCHTUYHICTh CEMAaHTUYHOTO HAITOBHEHHSI OJTHAKOBHX JIEKCEM Yy PI3HUX
¢d1nocopcrkUX cucTeMax 3 KOHKPETHUMM KUIbKICHUMHU JaHUMHU. Y JIOCHIJDKEHHI MU BUXOAMMO 3
TOTrO, 10 MOBa y (igocodchkoMy AMCKYpCl € He jimine 3aco0oM, a i TBOPLIEM MHUCIICHHS, SKHA
(dbopmye HOBI KOHIIETITYaTbHi 3B’ s13kU. KoxkeH (istocod cTBOPIOE BIacHUI KOHIIENTYaIBHUHN MTPOCTIp,
SAKUI He MOKe OYTH TIEpEeHeCeHH Ha IHIIOro aBTOpa Oe3 BTPATU 3MICTY.

MeToo Ha1oi crarTi € ineHTudikaiis Ta aHam3 Gpurocodcbkoi TEPMIHOJIOTIT B HIMEIIBKOMY
¢bimocopcrkoMy  aumckypci.  JlocsrHeHHsT MeTH TmepeAdavae BUPINIEHHS TaKUX 3aBJIaHb:
1) THTBICTUYHUN aHaJ3 Pi3HUX (DUIOCOPCHKUX TEKCTIB OKPECICHUX Mpallb BiIOMHUX HIMEIBKHX
¢bimocodis, 2) mocaipKeHHS HAHOUIBIIT YKUBAHOI TEPMIHOJIOTIT IIMX TEKCTIB K Ha PiBHI 3MICTY, TaK
il Ha piBHI BUpaXEeHHS, 3) IHTEpIpeTaLlis OTPUMAHUX Pe3yIbTaTiB. Y poOOTi 3aCTOCOBAHO MiAXia 10
TEpMiHA $K CKJIAZOBOI YAaCTUHHM 3arajlbHOHAPOJHOI MOBH 3 OOMEXYBaJIbHOIO CHEIH}IKOIO.
HocnimkenHs ¢GinocopchbKoi TEPMIHOMOTIT 3AIMCHIOETHCS 3TITHO 13 3aKOHAMH Ta KaTEeTropisMu
MIATeKTUYHOTO METOJAY IMi3HAHHS: 3arajibHe, OJWHUYHE, OCOONIMBE; MPUYMHA 1 HACHTIJIOK;
HEOOXIHICTh 1 BUIAKOBICTh; MOXIIUBICTD 1 IACHICTB; 3MICT 1 OopMa; CYyTHICTD 1 SIBHIIE; 3aKOHAX
nepexo/ry KUIbKICHUX 3MiH Y AKICHI 1 HaBITaKH; 3aKOH €THOCTI 1 60pOThOM MPOTUIICKHOCTEH; 3aKOH
3arepevyeHHs 3anepeveHHsI.

MeTtomoJiorisi TOCTIPKEHHs] BKIIIOUA€ KOPITYCHHUI aHaji3 3 BUKOPUCTAaHHSM IPOTPaMHOTO
3abe3neyeHHss BootCat (https://bootcat.dipintra.it) mjast oOpoOKku BeMMKHUX MacuBIB (Pi10cO(CHKUX
TEKCTIB, YACTOTHUN KBAaHTUTATUBHUN aHAJI3 IS MIJPAXyHKY YaCTOTU BXKMBAHHS TEPMIHOJIOTTYHUX
OJIMHUIIH T2 BUBHAYEHHS KIIIOUOBUX KOHIENTIB, I€TAIbHUN JTIHTBICTUYHHUM SKICHHUM aHai3 IEKCUKO-
rpaMaTUYHUX CTPYKTYP 1 MOP(HOIOTIUHUX OCOOIMBOCTEH HEOJIOT13MiB. 3aCTOCOBAHO CEMaHTHYHUN
METOJl [UIsl BHUBYEHHS 3MICTOBOTO HAMOBHEHHS TEPMiHIB, BUSBJICHHS 3MilllEHb 3HAUY€Hb Ta
MIEPEOCMUCIICHHS MOBCSAKIEHHUX JIEKCEM, a TAaKOX KOHIENTYaIbHUI aHami3 JUIsl TOCHIHKEHHS TOTO,
SIK MOBH1 OJIMHHMII 00’ €KTUBYIOTH (Pi710cO(ChKI KOHIIENITH Y Pi3HUX aBTOPiB. KoMmapaTuBHMIA METO
JIO3BOJIMB 3iCTaBUTH BHUKOPHUCTaHHS OJHAKOBHX TEPMIiHIB y Pi3HHX (PiTOCOPCHKUX CHCTEMax, a
JUCKypc-aHami3 — omucatd (Pitocopchbki TEKCTH SK OCOOJMBHIA THIT JUCKYPCY 3 BIACHUMH
KOMYHIKaTUBHUMH cTparerissMu. Mop@oJoridynuii MeToa 3acTOCOBAaHO JJisl aHaji3y CIOcO0iB
TBOPEHHSI HEOJIOTI3MIB, 1HTEpIPETATUBHUN METOA — Ul TIyMaueHHS OTPUMAHHUX DPE3yJbTaTiB Y
KOHTEKCTI (iTOCOPCHKUX CHCTEM aBTOpIB, a KOHTEKCTyaJbHMH aHali3 — JUIsl BHCBITIICHHS
(YHKIIIOHYBaHHSI TEPMIHIB Y KOHTEKCTI (PiT10CO(DCHKUX KOHIEMIH Ta CBITOTJISIIHUX CHCTEM.
[ToenHaHHs KITBKICHUX 1 KOPITYCHHUX METOMIB 3 SIKICHUMH (CEMAaHTUYHUM Ta KOHIICTITYaJIbHUM)
MiIX0IaMHA POOUTH 11€ CTYAII0 aKTyaJbHOIO 1 HAaraJIbHOIO.

I1. PE3YJIBTATHU TA OBI'OBOPEHHSA

Himenpkuit ¢inocodcbkuil TUCKYpC HE € OJHOPIAHUM 1 MOXKE PO3YMITHCS SIK CYKYIHICTh
¢inocodchbkUX TBOPIB, HAMMCAHUX HIMEIBKOIO MOBOIO PI3HMMHU aBTOPAMU-MHCIUTEISIMH B Pi3HI
enoxu. Y IbOMY 3B’SI3KYy CIiJi BKa3aTW Ha 3arajbHy TEHACHLIIO JO CHPOILEHHS Cy4YacHOl
¢binocopcrkoi MOBH, [0 POOUTH i MEHII I[IKaBOIO JUJIsl JIIHTBICTUYHOTO MAOCHTIKEHHS. 3a
K. lyneuem ta A. Bypkxapaom (Schulz, Burkhard, 2024), napasi BinOyBaeThcsi TpaHcdopmarllis
KaHOHIB (iocoPchkoro Tekcry. Lle mpu3BOguTh 1O TOTrO, IO YacOM JyXE BaXKKO BIAPIZHUTH
¢inocoperknii TekeT BiA HepiIOCO()CHKOT0, HANPUKIA, MyOTIIUCTUYHOTO, OEIETPUCTUIHOTO
TOIIIO.
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3 MOBO3HABYOI'O MOIJISALY HAM BHJAIOTbCA OCOOJMBO IIKaBUMU TBOPH KIACHYHOTO Ta
MOCTKJIACHYHOTO TIepioay Himenpkoi ¢imocodii — a came dimocoderki npami I'. B. @. Terems,
M. Taiinerrepa ta 1. Kanra (Hegel, 1987; Hegel, 1984; Heidegger, 2001; Kant, 1998; Kant, 2003;
Kant, 2009]. Lli aBTopu BUOYIOBYIOTb JOT1UYHO 3aMKHEHI (pi10ocOPChKi CHCTEMH, a TOMY IXHI Ipali,
0e3yMOBHO, TPUBEPTAIOTH yBary JiHIBICTIB.

[IpoBigHOIO 03HAKOIO JUCKYPCY IIMX aBTOPIB BBAXKAEMO IXHIN TBOPUMH MiIX1Jl 10 CTBOPEHHS
HOBMX CJIB-T€PMIHIB, 30KpeMa uepe3 MPOAYKTUBHE BHMKOPHCTAHHS MOKJIMBOCTEH HIMEIBKOTO
cnoBoTBOpy. Tak, y Tekcrax I'. ['erenst 3Haxoaumo HeosorizmMu Ha KmTant “Fiir-sich-sein” (OyTTs-
nsi-ceoe), “das Sein-fiir-eines” (OyTTs-ms-oaH0TO), “An-und-fiir-sich-sein” (OyTTs-B-c001-1-1715-
cebe). Y “DenomeHosnorii nyxy”’ 3yCTpiuaeMO HOB1 yTBOpPEHHs, SK-0OT: ‘“‘Auller-sich-sein” (OyTTs-
no3a-co6or), “An-und-fiir-sich-sein”  (OyTTs-B-c00i-1-yisi-cede), “Fiir-das-BewuBtsein-sein”
(oytTs-nsi-cinomocti) (Hegel, 1987; Hegel, 1984).

VY tBOpi M. Taiinerrepa “ByTTs 1 yac” Tako TPaIUIAIOTHCS YUCIIEHHI HOBOTBOPHU Ha KILUTANT:
“In-der-Welt-Sein” (OyTTs-y-cBiTi), “Mit- und Selbstsein” (cmiB-0yTTs 1 camo-0yTTs), “In-Sein” (B-
oytti), “Seinkdnnen” (MoxnHBICTH-OyTH), “Seinlassen” (mo3BonsTu-Oytn), “Dingwirklichkeit”
(peuosa miiicuicth) Tomo (Heidegger, 2001). [Ins mpans M. laiinerrepa xapakTepHe HeE JHIIE
B)KMBAHHSIM HOBUX IOHATH, @ i HOBA iHTEPIPETAIlis 3aralIbHOBXKUBaHUX cJiB. Tak, MoBa y dinocoda
posymieTbes sk “mim OyTTa”. Lle, onHak, He o3Hauae, mo y M. [aiinerrepa 3MiHIOETBCSI PO3yMIHHS
MOBH, a PAJIIIE IO BiH PO3TJISIAE MOBY 3 1HIIIOT MEPCIIEKTUBH, TOOTO 3 MO3HUIlii OyTTss. MOBIIEHHS SIK
dbopMa mposiBy MOBH iHTepIpeTyeThes y “byTTi 1 waci” sk cnoci6 moacekoro Oyrtst (Heidegger,
2001, c. 32).

VY tBopax I. Kanta Moxna HaBectu lekcemy ‘“Ding-an-sich” (piu-y-co6i) (Kant, 1998).
dinocod pospizuse “sauiie” (Te, IK MU pedl CIpUMUMaEMO) Ta “pid y coO1” (Te, IKUMH pedi € cami
o co0i, He3aJekHO Bia Hamoro mizHaHHs) (op. Schulz, Burkhard, 2024). MoxeMo npuItyCTUTH,
0 YTBOPEHHS HOBHX MOHATH Yy (iTocodii MOTHBOBaHE HE JIMIIE MOTPEOOIO aBTOpa B TOYHIN
nepeaadi iHdopmariii, a CKopirie BOHO 3yMOBJIEHE MIEBHOIO POpMOIO Cy0’€KT-00’€KTHOTO Ta Cy0’ €KT-
cy0’€KTHOTO BIJTHOILIEHHS B MUCJIEHH1 (isocoda.

[Topsim 31 CTBOPEHHSIM HOBUX MOHSTH THIIOBOIO CTpaTericlo (himocoChKOro AUCKYPCY €
MEPEOCMUCIICHHSI ICHYIOYMX TMOBCSKICHHUX JieKceM. SIK TpUKIa] MOXKHA HABECTH JIEKCEMY
“moxmuBicTh” (Moglichkeit). ¥V tekcrax I. Kanra us nexcema ciyrye nis o0'eKTuBallii KOHIEOTY
kareropii MoaanbHOCTI. MonanbHIcTh [.LKaHT po3yMie sk MOHATTS (omepaTop), 110 3 BUCIOBIIOBAHb
— XUOHUX YH ICTUHHUX — CTBOPIOE HOB1 BUCJIOBIIIOBAHHS, B SIKUX CTA€ OYEBUIHUM MOJYC ICTUHHOCTI
abo xwmOHOcTi. [.LKaHT mocmyroByeThcss Takoxk jekcemoro “HeoOximHicTh” (Notwendigkeit) sk
KaTeropiero MoaanbHoCTI. 3a KaHTOM, BHCIIOBITFOBAHHS € HEOOX1THUM JIUIIIC TO1, KOJIM BOHO ICTHHHE
3a Bcix MoxuBuX obcraBuH (Kant, 2009).

[HITUM TIPUKIIAIOM € JIeKceMH “‘abcTpakTHe” 1 “KOHKpeTHe”. A. ApHAT BKa3ye Ha Te, 10 Ha
BiJIMiHY BiJl 3BUMAHOTO B)KUBAHHS y MOBI, JIe HAOYHO MMPOTUCTABISETHCS A0CTPAKTHE KOHKPETHOMY,
I'. I'erestb TOBOPUTH TIPO IIOCH SIK TIPO “aOCTpaKTHE”, KOJIM BOHO IMepedyBa€e B 130JbOBAHOMY CTaHI
(Arndt, 2003, c. 120-123).

Jlexcema “Sorge”, mo 3a3BHuaii 03Hayae “mMiKIyBaHHS~, “TpuBora”’, HaOyBae y dinocodii
M. TNaiinerrepa OUIBIINIA CEMaHTHYHUM OOCST: BOHA MICTUTh MaiKe BCi JIFOJICHKI €MOIlIHI CTaHHU:
yBary, iHTe€pecC, MparHeHHs, JII0OOB, HEHaBUCTh, CTPaX, 00sI3Hb, 000B’ 30K, MPOBUHY TOIIO. Takum
YUHOM, “‘TypOoTa” — 1€ He JHMIIe eMOILiiiHe BiAuyTTs, a (yHIaMeHTaJdbHAa CTPYKTypa OyTTs
mozackkoro icHyBanHs (Dasein) 1 #oro cnoci6 “OyTu” y cBiTi. 3a3HaueHe MOHATTS oXoIutoe Dasein
K OyTTs-y-CBiTi 1 BUCTyNa€ B TPHOX TOJOBHUX MOJycax: Besorgen (3aranpHa Jr0/ChKa MPAKTHKA i
MOBOJKEHHS 3 peyamH ), Flirsorge (moBokenHs 3 iHIKUMHU) Ta Selbstsorge (mikimyBaHHS PO caMoro
ce6e) (Schindel, 2021).

[Ile onnuM mpukianom € jgekceMa “Dasein” (TyT-OyTTs, icHyBaHHs). CrouyaTKy BOHA SIK
nepekyiaj] JaTHHCHKOTO “‘existential” mo3Hauasna nmpocTo HasBHICTh 00’ €KTa UM SBHUIIIA HE3AJIEKHO BiJT
fioro BHyTpimHBOi cyTHOCTI. M.["alinerrep BukopuctoBye “Dasein” sik cnenudiyHe TOHATTS IS
MO3HAYCHHS JHOAChKOT0 OyTTs (TIop. Thomé, 1998).

dinocodchKi TOHATTS 9aCTO HE MOYKHA OJJHO3HAYHO BH3HAYUTH, OCKUTLKA BOHH BHXOJISTH 32
MEXI EMITIPpUYHO CIIOCTEepeXyBaHUX (eHOMeHIB. Bucokuii cryminp abcTpakimii Takux JeKceM
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YCKIIQTHIOE iXHIO TouHY nedinimito. CtarTi y Gpia0co)ChbKUX CIOBHUKAX, K MPABUIIO, MOXKYTh JIUIIIC
YMOBHO OINHUCATH 3HAYEHHS JICKCEMH, 3BOJSTYM 1€l OMUC 70 aHami3y (Pi1ocoPChKUX CUCTEM PI3HUX
aBTOPIB.

3a J0MOMOTOI0 CHEMIaTbHOTO IMPOrpaMHOTo 3abe3neueHHs BootCat M TIpoaHATI3yBad
BimiOpani tekctu I. Kanta, I'. T'erenst Ta M. laiinerrepa 1 migpaxoBaHi JaHi Ipo HAaHOLIbII Y)KHBaHi
JIEKCEeMHU B PI3HUX (PIIOCOPCHKUX TBOpaX. 3riHO 3 OTPUMAHUMH JaHUMH, Cepesl HalpeleBaHTHILINX
IMEHHUKOBUX JiekceM y TBopax [.Kanrta tpammmmcs taki moBHI omumnuii: “mocBing (Erfahrung),
“moxmmBicTh (Moglichkeit), “rpancuennmenmis” (Transzendenz), “posym* (Vernunft), “ysBreHns™
(Vorstellung), “ymoBa®“ (Bedingung), “momstrs™ (Begriff), “misHanns® (Erkenntnis), ‘“‘sBure®
(Erscheinung) Tomo. ¥ tBopax I'. ['erens Haituacriie BxKUBaHUMHU JiekceMaMu € “nioHsATTd” (Begriff),
“u3HaueHHs (Bestimmung), “OGesnocepemnicts (Unmittelbarkeit), “cBimomicts (Bewusstsein),
“eqnicth (Einheit), “Bignomenns‘ (Beziehung), “3mict® (Inhalt), “pednexcia’ (Reflexion), “niiicHicTs*
(Wirklichkeit) Tomo. M. I'aiinerrep yacto BukopucToBye Jiekcemu “Dasein’ (TyT-0yTTs), “OyTTs* (Sein),
“cyme” (Seiende), “gac (Zeit), “moxmBicTs (Mdglichkeit), “gacoBicts™ (Zeitlichkeit), “monsaTTsa*
(Begrift), “ex3ucrenuisn* (Existenz), “ictuna‘ (Wahrheit) Tomro (auB. Tabm. 1).

Tabnuys 1
Hantuacmomuiwii mepminu y npaysax I. Kauma, I'. I'ecena i M. I'atidezzepa
I. Kaur I'. B. ®. I'erean M. TI'aiigerrep
Begriff (monsitts) — 251 Bewusstsein (cBimomicTh) — 298 Dasein (TyT-0yTTs1) — 585
Moglichkeit (moxxmuBicTh) — 154 Begriff (monsitts) — 147 Sein (6ytTs) — 500
Erfahrung (mocBin) — 146 Bestimmung (Busznauenns) — 139 | Existenz (icuyBanus) — 300
Unmittelbarkeit

Vernunft (po3ym) — 143 Seiende (cytne) — 275

(6e3mocepennicts) — 119

Moglichkeit (MOXITUBICTE) —

Erkenntnis (miznanus) — 139 Wirklichkeit (miichicts) —111 739

Transzendenz (TpaHCICHICHIIIS) — . .

134 Inhalt (3mict) — 104 Zeit (vac) — 158

Vorstellung (ysiBinenns) — 125 Einheit (eqnicts) — 98 Zeitlichkeit (qacoBictp) — 110
Bedingung (ymosa) — 104 Beziehung (BimHomenHs) — 92 Begriff (monsitTst) — 70
Erscheinung (sBute) — 97 Reflexion (pednekcis) — 31 Wabhrheit (ictuaa) — 63

XapakTepHOIO 03HAKOI0 (PLT0CO(CHKOTO IMCKYPCY € HelIEHTUYHICTD 3MICTIB 3HAUeHb JIEKCEM, 110
BUKOPHCTOBYIOTHCS PI3HUMH aBTOpamMu. Uepe3 ocoOMMBICTh (GiTOCOPCHKOTO TUCKYPCY, SIKUM CITUPAETHCS
HE CTUIbKU Ha TOTOBUI (DyHIAMEHT, CKUJIbKU caM HOro CTBOPIOE, HAM BUIAETHCS HEMOKIIMBHM TOBOPUTH
NPO €JMHUHN KOHIENTYaIbHUH TpocTip dimocodii. TyT paziiie HaeTbes mpo pi3Hi KOHIENTYalbHi IPOCTOPH
y TBopax ¢inocodis. Komm 111 KOHIIENTYyallbHI MPOCTOPY BEpOATI3yIOTHCS B MEXKaX ICHYFOUMX MOBHHX
3aco0iB, BOHM 3MIHIOIOTH CaMy MOBY, POOJISIYM 3HAYEHHS JIGKCEM OJHOTO aBTOpa HECYMICHMMH 31
3HAYEHHAMH Y iHIIOro Muciurens. L{fo B1acTuBICTh (HiTOCOPCHKUX TEKCTIB MOYKHA MPOLTIOCTPYBATH Ha
npukiai xuBaHHs nekcemu “ines” (Idee) y texcrax 1. Kanra (Kant, 1998; Kant, 2003; Kant, 2009) Ta T".
Ierenst (Hegel, 1984; Hegel, 1987).

CriouaTKy MM 11eHTH(]IKYBaJIl OCHOBHI CEMAaHTHYHI 3HAYCHHS JISKCEMH “i71es”’ y TBOpax 000X
aBTOpIB Ta BU3HAYUTH IXHIO YACTOTHICTh. 3arajioM MO>XHA BUIUIATH TaKi OCHOBHI CEeMaHTHUYHI
O3HaKU JeKceMH “ies’: TpaHcleHAeHTanbHi 1€ (58), ecretnuHi iaei (37), kocmonoriyi 11€i (36),
imei posymy (31) Ta mopasbHi i1ei (10).

Tpancyenoenmanwvhi ioei CTAaHOBIIATH FOJIOBHY Karteropito, aky [.Kanrt ananizye B “Kpuruui
gucToro posymy’. Lle 11€i, 1110 He HOXOATh 3 IOCBIY, @ HAJJAlIOTh MUCJIEHHIO PETYJIATUBHY (QYHKIIIIO,
HaNpUKIIAJ;: 17est Ty (TICUX0JIoT1YHa 171es), CBITY (KocMosiorivHa ifes), bora (Teonoriuna iges).

Ecmemuuni ioei 3 “KpuTHKu 30aTHOCTI CYJIKEHHS — 11€ YSIBJICHHS, SIKi HIKOJM HE MOXYTh
OyTH TOBHICTIO BUpPaXEHI MOBHO, MPOTE CTUMYJIOIOTH YSABY Ta PO3CyIOK. BoHHM € OCHOBOIO
MUCTEIBKOTO TBOPY 1 CIIYT'YIOTh MICTKOM M1 YyTTEBUM 1 PO3YMHUM.
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Kocmonoziuni ioei Hanexxathb 10 TpaHCLIEHAECHTAIBHUX 1/1ei. BOHUM cTOCYIOThCS ysIBIIEHB TIPO
CBIT SIK IIiJIe, HANPHUKIAJ, MOYaTOK CBITY, CBO0OO/aA, HEOOXITHICTh, Kay3ajdbHICTh Tomio. Lli imei
MPHU3BOASATH JI0 TaK 3BAHHUX “‘@aHTHHOMIN YHCTOTO pO3ymy’.

10ei pozymy € BUIIOW0 KaTeropiero. TyT aeTses mpo iael, Mo BUIUITMBAIOTH 3 CaMOi MPUPOIU
pO3yMy, KOJH BiH ImparHe A0 Oe3ymoBHOro. J[o HMX HajexaTb BCl TPH TPAaHCIEHICHTAIbHI 171€i:
nymia, cBiT, bor.

MopanbwHi ioei, TOIOBHUM YMHOM 3 TBOpPY “KpuTHka mpakTHYHOrO po3ymy’’, MOB’s3aHi 3
MPAKTUYHUM pO3yMOM. [0 HUX HaleXaTh ysABIEHHS, IK-0T: CB0O0/a, 000B’ 130K 1 MOPAJIbHUI 3aKOH.
Oco051BO pelieBaHTHUMU B ITbOMY KOHTEKCTI € i7iesl CBOOO U Ta 1/1es1 HalBuIoro Ojara.

[Topsix 13 Bxke 3ramanumu, y ¢humocodii I. KanTta TparisiroTbes TakoK Taki CIIOBOCIIOTYYEHHS
3 JIEKCEMOIo “i1es”:

- regulative Idee / regulative Ideen ‘“perynsTuBHa imest / peryiasTUBHI 1aei’, IO
(GYHKIIIOHYIOTH HE SIK IPEIMETH Mi3HAHHS, a K MPUHIUIH Mi3HAHHS TOCBIIOM;

- Idee der Freiheit “ines cBoOoan”, 0HA 3 IICHTPATBHUX MOPATbHO-(P1I0CODCHKUX TEM;

- Idee der reinen Vernunfi “imes uuctoro posymy’’, Kiro4oBe MOHATTS 3 “KpuTvku ymcTOro
posymy”’;

- metaphysische Idee(n) “metadizuuna ines (i1ei)”, o CTOCYITHCS TyIil, bora Ta cBiTy SIK IUJI0T0;

- Idee des hochsten Guts “ines HaiiBuIoro 6iara” B MOpaJIbHO-pENirifHOMY KOHTEKCTI;

- teleologische Idee “Teneonoriuna ines” 3 “KpuTHUKH 3MaTHOCTI CyJKCHHS .

Y tBopax I'. Teremst nekcema “imes” 3ycTpidaerbcsi 3HA4HO pimme. Jlo HAWYaCTOTHUX
CEMAaHTHYHUX O3HAK HalekaTh: abcomroTHa imes (14), mpaktwuna ines (8), snoriuna imes (3),
cy0’exTuBHa i71e1 (3), TeopetnuHa ines (2). Abconomua ides — 11e NEHTPATBLHUN KOHIICTIT Y CUCTEMI
[".T'erens (HaliBUIIMIA CTYIHb PO3BUTKY MOHATTS). BoHa 00’eiHye€ noriuHe (Mi3HAHHS) 3 pealbHUM
(OyTTs1) 1 cCTaHOBUTH 3aBepIIeHH JOTiKH B “Hayi1ti moriku”. Abcontomua ioess € HAWBUIIOIO CTAIIEIO
caMomi3HaHHA nyXy. [Ipakmuyna ides peanizy€eTbcs B Jiii, y cdepi Boii, MOpaJi Ta mpaBa, HapUKIaI,
B €THULll, Y CBOOO/I, B JepkaBl (SIK 3/11MCHEHHS MPAKTUYHOI 111e). JIoziuna ides HaNeXuTh 1Ie 10
chepu 4YMCTOI JIOTIKM, MEpHI HIK BOHA MNEPEXOJUTh Yy MNpupody. BoHa mnonsirae B €aHOCTI
cy0’ekTUBHOTO Ta 00’ €eKTUBHOTO. Cy6 ‘ekmugHa ides iCHy€ Ha piBHI Cy0’ €KTMBHOTO AyXY, Y MUCIIEHHI1
Ta ysaBleHHI. BoHa mepenye 00 ’exTuBamii ayXy B MHCTEUTBi, npaBi Tomo. Teopemuyna ioes
CTOCY€ThCSI MI3HAHHS 1 IPOTUCTOITh MPAKTUYHIN i71ei.

VY nocnigKyBaHOMY KOPITYCl TPAIIMIIUCS TaKOX TaKi KOJIOKAIii:

- konkrete Idee “xoHkpeTHa i1es” Ha IPOTUBAry abOCTPaKTHIN;

- Idee des Guten “inest mobpa” y 3B’s3Ky 3 IUIATOHIBCHKOIO TPAIUIIIE0, Ky ['ereis 3aHOBO
IHTEPIIPETYE;

- Idee des Staates “inest nepxxaBu’ y TBopi “OcHOBH ¢inocodii mpasa”;

- Idee der Kunst “inest MUCTeITBA” SIK MOMEHT a0COJIFOTHOTO yXY;

- Idee der Wahrheit “inest icTHHU”, TIOB’s13aHa 3 JIOTITYHUM PO3TOPTAHHIM MOHSTH;

- Idee der Geschichte “inest icTopii” sk caMmopeastizallis IyxXy B 4aci;

- Idee des Lebens “inest >xutts’”’ B pamkax HaTypdimocodii;

- Idee der Religion “ines pemirii” sk ckiagoBa ¢imocodii nyxy;

- Idee der Philosophie “inest dbinocodii” sik camopedaekcuBHE TOHITTS a0COTIOTHOI 171€ei.

3 orysiAy Ha 3a3HAaYCHE MOKHA MPHUITYCTUTH 3 BEJTMKOI HMOBIPHICTIO, 1110 JieKcema “ines” y
TBOpax IpOAHANI30BaHUX aBTOPIB 00 €KTUBYe HeineHTHuHi KoHuentd. B 1. Kanrta imei e
PeryIsTUBHUMHU IMPUHIMIIAMHU PO3YMY, 110 HIKOJIM HE MOXKYTh OyTu aaHi B focini. Y I'. Ierens inei
€ pealbHUMHU CTYIIEHSIMH CaMOpO3ropTaHHs AOGCOIIOTHOTO 1 BOHM MalOTh 00 €KTUBHY JIMCHICTH (HE
JIUIIE B MUCJICHHI).

III. BUCHOBKHU

[IpoBenenuii anami3 hi10coPChHKUX TEKCTIB MOKA3YeE, 0 CEMaHTUYHE HAIIOBHEHHS BXKUBAHUX
JEeKCUYHUX OAMHHUIL y Pi3HHX (imocodiB yacTo 3Ha4HO BapitoeThes. Lle BinOyBaeThCs, Ha HamIy
JTYMKY, TOMY, III0 3HAYSHHS BiAMOBIIHOT JIEKCEMH Y TIOBCSIKACHHOMY BXXHBAaHHI HE 3aBXKH 301ra€Thest
3 KOHIIENITOM, SIKHI aBTOp XO04e BHPA3UTH Yepe3 It Jekcemy. Komu miHrBanbpHi 3ac00M HE MOXKYTh
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aJICKBaTHO BUPA3WUTH KOHIICNT aBTOpa M ICHYIOUlI MOBHI pecypcu € s (dimocoda 3aHAATO
HE3pY4YHUMH, BiAOyBarOThCs 3Ha4HI Mopdonoriddi Tpancdopmarrii jexkceM abo CTBOPEHHS HOBUX
MOHSITD.

Jocmimkeni ¢hiocodu IpONOHYIOTh OPUTIHAIBHI CBITOTIISAIN, A€ MIO-CBOEMY 1HTEPIIPETYIOThH
HaBKOJIMIIHIO TIHCHICTh 1 HPOMOHYIOTH BIACHI KOHUENTH. PO3IMMpPIOIOYM HOMIHATHUBHE I10JIE
KOHIIETITY 1 KOHLENTYalli3yl04l I0-HOBOMY CBIT pedei 1 saBul, (igocodu CTBOPIOIOTH TAaKOK HOBI
3B’S3KM MK 00’e€KkTaMH (Di3MYHOI Ta MEHTaJIbHOI peasbHOCTI. barato B 4oMy mporec CTBOPEHHs
HOBMX KOHIIETITIB 1 3B’SI3KiB MK KOHLENTaMHU € He juiie ¢popMoro, a i 3micToM (igocodcbkoro
JUCKYPCY.

[IpoBenena po3Bijka Mmokasana, IO HIMEIBKOMOBHHUI (P110CO(DCHKUI TUCKYpC Ma€ HU3KY
MOBHHX BJacTUBOCTEH. /|0 HUX HajeXaTh YTBOPEHHS CKJIAJHHX HEOJIOTI3MIB, IMEPEOCMHCICHHS
MOBCSIKJIEHHUX MOHATh, BUCOKUN CTYIIHb a0CTpaKilii, aBTOPChbKI CEMaHTUYHI HAalIOBHEHHSI, a TAKOX
aKTHBHE BUKOPUCTAHHS MOBHUX 3aC00iB B 0pOpMIICHHI HOBUX CTPYKTYp MucieHHs. TBopu I. Kanra,
I'. I'erens Ta M. [aiinerrepa 3acBingytoTh, o MoBa (dimocodii € He JuIIe 3ac000M BUPaKEHHS, a U
dbopmoro MucieHHs. JMCKypc MOpOIKYe BIACHUN CEMaHTHYHUN MPOCTIp, B SKOMY MOBa €
OJIHOYACHO MEJIIyMOM 1 3MICTOM MHCIJICHHs. TakuM YHMHOM JIIHTBAJIbHHMHA aHaji3 (i1ocoPpchKux
TEKCTIB JJ03BOJISIE BCEOTUHE PO3KPHUTTS 3B’ SA3KIB MK MOBOIO, MUCJICHHSIM 1 IIMCHICTIO.
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