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STRUCTURAL APPROACH TO THE STUDY OF MEANING
(ON THE MATERIAL OF ADJECTIVES IN MODERN
UKRAINIAN)

Fabian M. P.

INTRODUCTION

In recent years, the problem of meaning has been explored
in all its manifold aspects. Philosophers, philologists, psychologists,
anthropologists, students of literature and arts, even economists and
scientists working in different spheres of human activities have joined in
the debate. Meaning seems at once the most common feature of language
and the most obscure aspect to study. It is obvious because it is what we
use language for — to communicate with each other, share knowledge,
experience, give information, advice, warn about something, etc. as well as
to convey what we mean effectively. But the steps in understanding what
has been said to us in a language we speak are so rapid, so transparent, that
we are little conscious of both principles and knowledge which underlie
this communicative ability.

Two major branches of linguistics are specially concerned with words:
etymology, the study of word origins, and semantics, the study of word
meanings. Of the two, the former is an old-established discipline whereas
the latter is comparatively new. The need for an independent science of
meaning was not felt until the XIXth century when it emerged as an
important part of linguistics and received its modern name. Two main
factors played a decisive part in the emergence of semantics: the rise of
comparative philology, more generally, the scientific linguistics in its
modern sense, and the influence of the Romantic Movement in literature.
The Romantics had an intense interest in words, and they were fascinated
by the strange as well as mysterious potencies of different words.
According to the history of semantics, it covers three distinct periods: the
first which lasted approximately half a century, was described as the
“underground period” of semantics when German scholars welcomed
Reisig’s initiative to pay attention to meaning rather than form as the latter
prevailed in philological studies of that time. The second period in the
history of semantics began in the early 1880s and lasted for almost half a
century. This time it was due to Bréal who outlined the programme
of the new science and named it the way it is used at present.
The abovementioned philologists regarded semantics as a purely historical
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study, and so most semanticists considered that their prime task was to
study changes of meaning, their causes, to classify them according to
various (psychological, logical, etc.) criteria, and, if possible, to formulate
both general laws and tendencies underlying them. Since the turn of the
century, certain fundamental changes took place in General linguistics:
F.de Saussure’s innovative approach to the study of language which
treated the latter as an organized totality comprised of various
interdependent elements which, in their turn, derive their significance from
the system as a whole. He compared language to a game of chess where no
unit can be added, removed or displaced without altering the entire system
of relations on the chessboard. This vision of language as a system of
interdependent elements lies at the root of what is called structural
linguistics nowadays. Trier’s work on terms of knowledge in German was
the first serious attempt to introduce F.de Saussure’s principles into
semantics. The new semantics differed much from the traditional
approach: it focused on the study of the inner structure of the vocabulary,
shifted from general principles to the study of particular languages.

Contemporary semantics is a self-contained and integral department of
philology. It makes use of achievements obtained from related as well as
non-related branches of sciences. Together with traditional applications of
the study of meaning, the present research introduces structuralist
conception of meaning which makes possible to use the structural
approach to the study of adjectives in modern Ukrainian.

1. Lexical semantics of adjectives in modern Ukrainian

Semantics, the theory of meaning, is the youngest branch of modern
linguistics. Three sets of problems confront the semanticist at the very outset
of his work: the terminology and the very name of his science; its relation to
some extra-linguistic pursuits of the same name; finally, the place to which it
is entitled in the general structure of modern linguistics’. Structural semantics
is mainly concerned with word semantics, and it is not confined to isolated
language units, but focuses on lexical fields and paradigmatic semantic
relations between them. Lexical semantics, especially the ways of its study,
belongs to less investigated issues of modern linguistics, which are open to
thought and discussion, and need their further in — depth study. Attempts have
been made to describe and analyze different lexical structures into which the
words are organized. These inquiries are conducted at the levels of single
words, conceptual spheres and vocabulary as a whole. Our approach to the

! Ullmann S. The Principles of Semantics. Glasgow: Jackson & Co, Oxford: Basil Blackwell,
1957.P. 4.
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study of lexical semantics is an attempt to combine the first two levels, on the
basis of which the entire vocabulary of a language can be studied. There are
many different approaches to the way in which meaning in language is
studied, but what we shall be concerned with is the semantic classification of
lexis, and it is the author’s attempt to shed light on lexical semantics’ study,
combining pure linguistic with mathematical methods. Put together, they
make up the formalized basis for the semantic classification of lexis, with the
help of which nearly all groups of lexis can be studied. Significantly, these
groups can be revealed and thoroughly analyzed not only within one language
system, but also in comparison with other both related and non — related ones.
The central idea of our structural approach to the study of meaning is that
language has to be treated as a system of interrelated and hierarchically
organized elements which, in their turn, also form a definite system.
As Geeraerts D. puts it, if you focus the study of linguistic meaning on
individual items, then you will automatically be interested in the different
meanings items may have, and in the relations that exist among those
meanings®. The Ukrainian language as a system of signs, has its own
properties and principles which determine the functioning of these signs.
The latter are the part of the language system, and we describe them within it,
and also in their relationships to other signs in the system under study.
Moreover, the vocabulary of the language is a network of expressions that are
mutually related by all kinds of semantic links. If we consider language as a
system of signs, or, following F.de Saussure, as a structure of interdependent
elements, then we can distinguish at least two types of structure in the lexicon,
namely external (to the word) and internal (to the meaning). The term
“lexicon” is used by Lipka L. in two senses that are not always sharply
distinguished: a) for a metalinguistic level, or a subcomponent in a linguistic
model (basically compatible with a variety of theories of language); and b) in
the sense of vocabulary as seen from a systematic, synchronic point of view?®.
Adjectives make up the class of inflected words. They show the extent
or degree to which the quality they express applies to the word they
modify, especially in relation to other things or conditions of the same
kind. Our research deals with structural approach to the study of lexical
semantics of adjectives denoting the property of being respected. All the
lexical units in question make up a definite system which consists of
elements (adjectives themselves) that are hierarchically placed within this
system. Moreover, they are closely interrelated and interconnected, and the
same concerns their meanings. Semantics of adjectives is studied with the

2 Geeraerts D. Theories of Lexical Semantics. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2010.P.50.
®Lipka L. English Lexicology: Lexical Structure, Word Semantics and Word-formation.
Tibingen: Narr, 2002. P. 13.
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help of componential analysis which remains one of the most efficient
means of the lexical meaning study. Much attention is paid to the way
lexical meanings of the adjectives denoting the properties of being
respected in Ukrainian are structured with the help of componential
analysis as well as mathematical and statistical methods.

Great achievements of both mathematical and structural linguistics
made it possible to create a formalized basis for the semantic classification
of lexis, according to which language is treated as a system of a certain
structure where each lexical unit occupies its definite place, and stands in
certain relationships to other lexical units. Having introduced formal,
purely linguistic criterion- belonging of the words to a definite part of
speech — the adjective, an in-depth study of their semantics is carried out
on the basis of the continuous analysis of the Ukrainian explanatory
dictionary®. Methodology of collecting, classifying and analyzing our
language material lies in the following successive steps:

= from the biggest Ukrainian explanatory dictionary, the adjectives, the
lexical meanings of which contain the properties of being respected,
esteemed, honoured, etc. are selected;

= on the basis of the obtained lists of words, the card indices are piled;

= both common and distinctive qualitative and quantitative analyses of
the words under study as well as their semantics are made.

The adjectives under study denote classes of qualities bound together
by some common element (the property of being respected). We agree
with Ullmann S. that the words are never completely homogeneous: even
the simplest and the most monolithic have a number of different facets
depending on the context and situation in which they are used, and also on
the personality of the speaker using them®.

37 adjectives are widely used in Ukrainian to describe qualities
of people deserving respect due to their certain merits and everyday life
activities. Here belong the lexical units nosaocnui, cnpusmausui,
obaunull, 66IuIUGUL (YEIUAUBULL), MACMUMUL, OO0POSOYIHHULL, BelbMU-
WAHOBHUL, BETUYABULL, CIMAMEYHUL, 8aueybKull (6auiecbKull), NOBANCAHUIL,
cessmutl, OCMAaHHIL, NOCMEPMHULL, TPEeUHULl, HODOJNCHUL, 3eMHUU, VKIIHHU,
novecHul, YecHull, WaHoOaueull, 6eaUYHUL, BUCOKOWAHOBHUU, NOWMUBUL
(noumusuii), npegeneOHUN, CIA8eMHULL, YeMHUL, NPeclasHull, GeIUdaIbHUL
CEAWEHHUN, WIAHOBHULL, 2IOHUU, BUCOKONOBANCAHUU, BUCOKONOBANCHULL,
0n1a20206itHUIL, C8IMOOAUBUL, OOPUIL.

* CnoBHuK ykpainchkoi moBu: B 11-tu 1. Kuis: Haykosa aymxa,1970-1980.
% Ullmann S. Semantics. An Introduction to the Science of Meaning. Oxford: The Alden Press
Basil Blackwell,1962. P. 124.
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Each of these adjectives possesses the following semantic characteristics:
nosadxcnui — 1. SIkmil 3aciyroBye, BapTWil TOBarw; SIKUM KOPUCTYETHCS
noBaror. / Bimomuii cBoero poboToro, 3acmyramu, nocamoro. // Hemoro-
Wi, // YKuBaeThCsl TIpHM 3BepTaHHI. 2. SIKWid BiJI3BHAYA€ThCS BIYMIIUBICTIO,
cepiiosHicTio. // CIIOBHEHMIA TOBarv, CEpHO3HOCTI; SKWI BHpaXkae TOBary,
Cepiio3HICTh, BAYMIUBICTD. 3. CIIOBHEHUH T1MHOCTI; BEMIHUH. // Y POUHCTHIA.
4. ABroputerHui, 3HauHMH. 5. Cepiio3HUN 32 CBOIM 3MICTOM, XapaKTepoM,
TeMoro. 6. SIkuii mae HeaOwsike 3HAYeHHs. BaxnuBuii, 3Haunwmii. / SIkuii
3aCIYTroBye OCOOJIMBOI yBard BHACITINOK CBO€1 BKIMBOCTI, 3HAYMMOCTI. //
Skuit Moxxe OyTH MPUIHATUI A0 yBaru;, JOCTATHIN sl BUMPABIAHHS YOTrO-
HeOymp. 7. [loBinbHuil, He mmBuakuid. // TIpoTsvkHui, 3amyMaMBHE (PO
micHio, Menofiro). 8. Jlian. Benvkuii (po3mipoM, KiTBKICTIO). Y TOBOKHOMY
craHi — BaritHa. The word cnpusimaueuii Means SIKWii MO3UTUBHO BIUIUBAE HA
10-HeOy b, CTBOPIOE BIJITOBIIHI YMOBH JUIsl 3/1IHCHEHHS, BUKOHAHHS 1 T. iH.
qorock. // TloTpiOHMi, HEOOXiAHWMIA IS YOT0-HEOY/Ib; HATCKHUIA. // 3pydHuit
UL 9Oro-HeOymb. // Y SIKOMy BHPaXKA€ThCS MPUXIUIBHICTD, IIaHOONUBE
CTaBJICHHSI, [IOBara 110 Koro-HeOymn. The adjective obaunuii expresses 1. Skuii
Iie pO3yMHO, CIIOKiliHO, HerepenbawinBo. // Skuii BUSBIIE 00EPEKHICTH
Y CBOIX JisiX, HE HAPAKAETHCS HA HEMPUEMHICTH, HEOE3MEKy; O0CpeKHHMIL.
2. Slkmii 3Ba)kKac HaA IHTEpPECH, 3allUTU IHIIMX, BUSBJIE ITIOBary IO HUX;
YEeMHU, YBOKHUI.

The next lexical units meriting our attention are ssiwiusuil (ysiuiueuii)
and wmacmumuii. The first means skuii gOTpUMYy€EThCS TPABHII
MIPUCTOMHOCTI, BHUSBJISE YBaXHICTh, JIHOO SA3HICTh; YeMHHUH. / B sxomy
MIPOSIBJIIETHCST YBAXKHICTD, 1100 s13HicTh, and the latter — sxuit 3acmyxus
3arajibHy IOBary, BH3HAHHS CBOEI0 0AraTOPIYHOIO ILTITHOK MisTbHICTEO
(TIpo JisviB HAYKK, MUCTELTBA TOIIIO).

Among the synonyms belonging to the group of adjectives under study
one can mention the following ones: serbmumanosnuii — TigHuii BemTHKOT
noBaru (y3Bu4aeHa (hopMa BBIWIIMBOCTI MPH 3BEPTaHHI JIO KOTOCh a00 MpH
3rajlyBaHHi KOTOCb); eequuasuti — 1. Slkuil cBOIMH po3MipaMu, BHUTIISIOM
a0o0 MisMH, BYMHKAMH BHKJIMKAE TIOYYTTS ITOBArH, MEBHOI YPOUYHCTOCTI. //
CHOBHEHHH YpOYHCTOCTi. 2. SIKWil TPUMAEThCS 3 BEJIHMKOK TiHICTIO,
TOPIOBHTICTIO; Sauteybkull (éautecokuti) — LimHuii OBary; MIaHOBHUM. //
ipon. [opmoButwii, muxatwuit; nosascanuii — 1. Jliemp. akr.Tem. 9. 10
noBakaTu 1. 2. SIkOro MOBaKarOTh, KU KOPHCTYETHCS MMOBArol B KOTO-
HeOynb. /  YxuBaeThcsl SK (oOpMylia BBIWIMBOCTI TPH  3BEPTaHHI;
onazoeogitinuti — CIIOBHCHUM HAWIIUPINIOl IMOBard, IMaHW; OE3MEXHO
Bifmanuit; moOoxHuUit, cionuti — 1. Slkuil 3aciayroBye abo BapTHH YOro-
HeOyap. 2. SIkuil BigmoBimae BuMOraM dacy, 0OCTaBHHAM; HAJICKHHM. //
[inkoM BiAMOBIMHUK y MaHOMY BHTQNKy; TOTpiOHWH. 3. Takuii, mo mae
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BHMCOKI IO3UTHMBHI SKOCTI; gocroiuuii. 4. mian. lllanoBHwMiA; éeruyanvruil —
Sxuil BIIaHOBYE, 3BENMUYyE KOTO-HEOYIb; ulaHOGHUL — SIKOTO TTOBAKAIOTh,
HIaHyH0Th. // YKUBAEThCS SIK CKIIA[JOBA YaCTHHA BBIWIMBOIO 3BepTaHHS. //
YKUBa€eThCs Il BUPAXKCHHS (DaMilIbpHOI OIIHKM KOTO-, 4Oro- HeOyIb.
Tol, KOro mOBaXaloTh, NIAHYIOTh (TIEPEB. Yy 3BEpPTaHHI), uYemHuil —
[Mano6auBO BBiwWIMBHI 10 JrofeH. // B sIKOMy BHSBISIETHCSI BBIWIHBICTS,
YBaXHICTh, MO0 SBHICT; cragemmuuii -1. SIkMit Mae IIHMPOKY CcraBy,
MOMyJSpHICTh;, 3Hamenutuit. //  JloOpe Bimommii Oaratbom, ycim. //
[pocnaBnenuii repoivHUMHU Ainamu, moxBuramu i 1. iH. // IloB’s3aHmii
3 TepOiYHUMHK  Jifamu, noaBuramu. // Skuil mpociaaBisie KOro-HEOY/b.
2. Tinauii moBary, momanu; npeciasHuti — 1. SIKWid HaJI3BUYAHO YCTIABHB
cebe unM-HEeOy b, JOCTOMHMI BETHKOI ciaBu. // BimoMuit myke mmpokum
KOJIaM JIIO/IeH; CIIaBHO3BICHUH. // SIKWil IPUHOCUTB, MIPUHIC KOMYCh BEITHKY
cinaBy. 2. SIkuii BHKIIMKAE€ BEIMKY CHMIIATiIO; Jy)KE TapHWHA, MPHEMHHU.
SIKuii BHKIMKAE BEJMKY CHMIIATIIO; Jy)KEe TapHUi, npuemuuid. // Skuii
BiJI3HAYAETHCS, BUPI3HAETHCS YAMCh 0COOMMBUM. 3. BenbMuinanoBHuii (npu
IaHOOJIMBOMY 3BepTaHHI 10 Koro-ueOyms).// y 3uau. IlpeciaBHui,
NpEClIaBHi. YKUBA€ThCS y 3BEPTaHHI JO BUCOKONIOBAKHUX 0CI0; nowmusuti
(noumusuit) — 1. Skuii BuABNIAE TOBary IO KOro-HeOyHb, YEMHHH,
BBIwIMBMHA. 2. ['1IHAI TTOIIAHN, TIOBATH; 6UCOKOUWAHO6HUL — | 1THII BEMUKOT
TIONIaHHW, TIOBaru (BXKUBAEThCS IMPH OQIMIHHO-BBIYIMBOMY 3BEpPTaHHI [0
KOro-HeOyab abo B PO3MOBI MPO KOTOCh); waroOausuti — CIOBHEHUI
rmuOOKOI MMOBard, MOIIAHW A0 KOro-, 4oro-HeOynp. // SIkuii BUSBIsIE
MIMOOKY TOBAry, MomaHy J0 Koro-Heoyb. // CrioBHeHUH BUpa3y TIHOOKOI
MOBar”, MONIAHW JIO KOTO-, 4Oro-HeOy/b;, VkiimHuti — SIKuil BUpaxae
NOMIaHy; [MIAaHOOIMBUIL. // SIkuil BUpaXkae MOKOpPY, CMUPECHHICTD; [peuHuil —
[[laHOOMMBO BBIWIMBMH y TIOBOJKCHHI 3 JIOIbMH, 4YeMHHU. // Skwii
BHPaXa€ MaHOOIMBICTh, YBIYIUBICTb.

While making lexico-semantic analysis of our language material, we have
come across the words which are absolute synonyms and fully coincide in
their meanings: eucoxonosascanuii — Te came, 1O BHCOKOIIAHOBHUIA and
sucoxkonosaxcuuti — Te caMe, 1110 BUCOKoaHoBHUM. |t means that due to this
semantic specificity they acquire the meaning of the adjective sucoxo-
wiarnosnull — TiTHAN BENMKOT TIOIIAaHH, MOBard (BXKHUBAETHCS TPU OQiIiHHO-
BBIYWJIMBOMY 3BEPTaHHi J0 KOro-HeOymb abo B po3MOBi mpo Korock). TO be
respected, one should have high standards and good personal qualities such as
fairness, honesty, responsibility for other people as well as for their deeds, etc.
Such a variety of semantic connotations is revealed by the inner structures of
the adjectives uecnuit, nouecnuii and cmameunuir. The first in this line is the
lexical unit uwecnuti — 1. SIkmii BiI3HAYAETHCS BHCOKUMH MOPAIbHUMHU
SIKOCTSIMH. // He 3maTHU yKPACTH I0-HEOYIb, HE CXMUIIBHUH 10 KPamiKKH. //
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Skuii BUpaXkae MPaBIMBICTh, IPSAMOTY XapaKTepy, BiZIBEPTICTh (IIPO 00IMYYs,
MO 1 T. if.). // BracTuBuii roanHi, sika Ma€ BUCOKI MOPAIIbHI SIKOCTI. //
Slkuii cTapaHHO, PETETLHO BUKOHYE CBOi 000B’s13KK; cymuminauid. // Toit (Ta),
0 Mae€ BUCOKI MOpANIbHI SKOCTi, NMpaBAWBHUMA, BinBeptuit. 2. CyMicHUiA
3TIOHATTAM 4YeCTi, YECHOCTi, 3 TpaBWiIaMu 4ecTi. // SIkuii BUIUTHBaE
3 CYMJIIHHOTO CTaBJIEHHS JIO0 CBOIX 00OB’si3KiB. // 3apoOnenuii 6e3 oOMaHy,
CBOEIO CYMJIIHHOIO Tmpameto. 3. SIkuii He 3aciyroBye HISKOi JIOTaHM;
TIOPSJIHUM, HIYMM HE 3arusaMoBaHui. // Slka 30epirae CBOO KiHOWY YeCTb,
IBOYY HEBUHHICTH, ITHOTIHBICTh. 4. IllaHOBHWI, MOBaKHHI, CIOBHCHUI
gecti (y23Ha4.). // Slkuii 3aciyroBye Ha BHCOKY IIOBary, IIOIIAHY.
5. llanoBHuit 3a cesricTio 1 pemiridHicTo. // IIpu 3BepTaHHi 10 IYXOBHOI
ocoou. The second in the line is the word nouvecnuii — 1. I'igamii noBarwy,
nomany. // SIkuii KOPUCTYEThCS MOBAroro, momianow. 2. [IpusHaueHwid st
BUSIBY TOBarw, noiany. // Takuii, 110 HAIA€ThCsl HA 3HAK [IOBAry, HomiaHy. //
Takuii, Mo OOUpaEeThcs HAa 3HAK TOBary, Momand. 3. SIkuii poOHUTh YecTh
KoMy-HeOy1b. // YecTsb abo rigHicTh sKOTO He mpuHIkeHo. The third to focus
on is the adjective cmameunuii — 1. Po3cyninBo-cepiio3Hui, PO3BAXKIMBUIA Y
BUYMHKAX; 3 MO3UTUBHUMH SIKOCTSIMH (ITPO JIFOIUHY ); OBXHUH. // BrnacTrBmii
PO3CYUTHBO-CEPHO3HIH, TOBaXHIH JTFOJMHI, XapaKTEPHUH IJIsI TAKOT JIFO IHHH;
CIIOBHEHHH TiHOCTI, MMOBAKHOCTI. 2. SIKWii CHpaBIisie BpaXKEHHS, [PUBEPTAE
YBary CBOEIO 30BHIIIHICTIO; IMOKAa3HWMA. 3. SIKWii Ma€e MOCTATOK; 3aMOXKHHIA.
4. Hemononuii, cepemHbOro BiKy; JTHIH. 5. SIkui cHpaBiste TO3WTHBHE
BP)KCHHSI, BIJ3HAYAETHCS TIOPSIHICTIO; MPUCTOMHUMN, TOOPOHOPSTHUI.
6. SIxuif 3aCIIyTOBY€ OBAry CBOIM 3HAYCHHSM, JJOCTOTHCTBOM i T.II.

There are adjectives in our language material semantics of which is closely
connected with the characteristics of people’s qualities directed towards
religious worship, reverence, God, devotion, religious rituals, ceremony,
church, religion, cross, belief, piety and the like. To such lexical units belong:
ceamobmueusi — 1. Slkuit BipuTh y Oora ¥ crapaHHO BHKOHYE BCl peliriiHi
00psiin; oOOKHMIA. // SIkmii BUpaxkae moOoKHICT. 2. CIIOBHEHHI HaWTIIH-
pimoi noBary, 1maHu; ceaujenHuti — 1. [1oB’s13aHuid 3 pediriero, mepkBor. //
Slknii Mae OokecTBeHHY cwily. // SIknii € mpeaMeToM pediriifHOro MokIo-
HiHHSL. 2. SIKuil BemyTh, 3MIMCHIOIOTH B iHTepecax pemirii. 3. SIkuit rmuboko
IIaHYIOTh; JIOPOTHiA, 3anoBiTHWA. // Te, mo rmMOOKo MIaHyrOTh. // SIkoro
MaroTh JOTPUMYBATUCS BCi, 000B’s3KOBUKA [uisi BCix. 4. Ha sikuii HEe MOkHA
nocsiratd. 5. Bucokwit, 6maropognuii. / OcobmnBo noudecHud. / Meroro
SIKOTO € BOJIS, BU3BOJICHHS, MHD 1 T. iH. (TIpo 6OpOTHOY, BiliHY TOIIO); casmiuil
— 1. ToB’s3anuii 3 pediriero, 6OroM, HaAUICHUH OOKECTBEHHOK) CHIIOKO. //
[epeiiasaThii 60XKECTBEHHOIO CIIIOK. // Y KUBAETBCS SIK TOCTIHHHN €IiTeT 10
CIIiB, TIOB’sI3aHMX 13 MiCIsIMH 200 TMpeaMeTaMy PEIiriiHOro MOKIOHIHHS. //
OcBstueHUiA. // YKUBAEThCS TIPU BUPKEHHI TEPENSKY, TMOIUBY, OOYpEHHSI.

40



2. SIkuii, 3a XPUCTHSHCHKOIO PEIITI€r0, TIPOBIB KHUTTS B CIYXiHHI OOTOBi #
SIKOTO TICJISE CMEPTi IIepKBa BH3HAIA HEOSCHUM 3aCTYITHUKOM BipyHOYHX. //
[paBennuii, HemopouHwid, yromuui Ooroi. // Jlomgu, sKi Bce KHUTTSA
TIPUCBATHIIM CITYXKIHHFO OOTOBI M TICIIi CMEpTi BW3HaHI LIEpPKBOIO Hebec-
HUMH 3acTyIHUKaMHu Bipyroumx. // Te came, 1m0 1KOHH. 3. YKHUBA€ThCS SIK
MOCTIMHKUN EMiTeT J0 CBST, BU3HAYCHHWX peniricro. 4. MopalbHO YHCTHIA,
OnaropoyHuiA, Ge3M0TaHHM Y JKHUTTI, TOBeiHII Tomo. / He BUHHMI y YoMy-
HeOy/b, Mepe KUMCh; OesrpimmHuid. // JlfonuHa, ska HEe BUHHA Hi B YOMY,
Hinepen kum. // Ywuctwmii, Onaropomuuii. // Slkuii BUpakae YHCTOTY,
OaroponcTBo (mpo odi, OOaMYYsA 1 T. iH.). // OCBSHYCHUI BIHCOKOI METOXO. //
Ocob6muBo moyecHu#. 5. Skuii TIIMOOKO MIaHYIOTh; JOPOTHH, 3allOBITHUM. //
Te, mo mmboko mianyroTh. // HenopyiiHuii, HeNOXUTHUA.//SIKOTO MaroTh
JOTPUMYBATHCSI BCi, OOOB’SI3KOBHMH s BCIX. // 3BUYHHWIA, TPHPOTHUM,
0cO0MBO GaXKaHMIL.

Some adjectives under study have a big communicative potential, and
they are frequently used in both verbal and non-verbal communication.
The latter is closely connected with a man of worship, the figure of bishop,
various forms of addressing people, expressions of cult, religion, church-
service, homage, a particular system of religious worship, commemo-
ration, etc. Here belong the adjectives npesenetnuii — 1. Turyn emuckorna.
2. TinHuii BenmMKoi MoBarw, MOIIAHW (YacTO MPH BBIWIMBO-IIAHOOIUBOMY
3BepTaHHi 10 Koroch). // IloB’s3aHWii 3 BUpPaKEHHSAM BEJMKOI TOBArH,
MOIIaHU JI0 KOTO-HeOynb; noboowcnuii — 1. SIkmii peBHO BHMKOHYE BCi
peniriiiHi o0psiay; Bipyrounid. / BracTuBuil peniriiiHii, BipyrO4ii JIFOIMHI.
2. [1oB’s3aHuii 3 peniriero; 1epkoBHUM. 3. CIIOBHEHHI HAUIIUPIMIOT MaHH,
0e3MEeXXHO BiIJaHWN; OJIArOrOBIMHUK, IIAHOOMUBHUH, nocmepmuuil —
1. Sflkuii OyBae, BinOyBaeThCs MICHS YUEICH CMEPTi (TEepeB. JUIs BIIAHY-
BaHHS Horo mam’sti). / SIkuit OyB omyOmnikoBaHmii abo cTaB BiJIOMHM
micast cMepTi aBTopa (Ipo JiTepaTypHHH TBIp, JucT 1 T. iH.). // Sknii
MIPUXOJUTHh J0 KOTro-HeOyah a00 HalaeTbcs KOMYCh Micis cMmepTi (Tpo
CJaBy, BU3HAHHS, 3BaHHs 1 T. iH.). 2. Te came, 110 3arpoOHUH.

As it is seen from the meanings of the words in question, these
adjectives are characterized by their ability to be used in different contexts
as well as in various situations. In this respect of great value are those
meanings which describe not only religious notions but also the matters of
everyday importance (a literary piece of writing or letter being recognized
after its author’s death, glory and title given to somebody after his/her
death as a recognition of his/her merits, achievements, etc., something
done or performed in memory of and the like).

Certain situational meanings can be found in the semantics of the
adjectives used in collocations szemmuii yxnin — yKimiH 0 3eMIIi K BHUSB
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ocobimBOi ImaHM KoMmy-, 4domy-HeOyap (a2 low bow, obeisance as an
expression of special respect, regard somebody or something is treated with)
and eidoasamu (siodamu) ocmannio wany (nocayey i 1. iH.); nocuramu
OCMAHHILL Npusim KOMY; HpO80ONCAMU 6 OCMAHHIO Nymb — BUPaXKATH
MOIIaHy 10 TIOMEPJIoro, mpoinarduck 3 HuM (doing homage to somebody,
showing the last respects to the dead, parting, farewell words to the
deceased). The adjective dopozcoyinnuii is used in verbal communication as a
form of address to express one’s regards, friendliness, goodwill. Being
admired, respected and excited also lead to one’s appreciation of somebody
or something which describe people’s qualities expected in the society. For
example, the lexical unit semuunuii has three meanings, each of which
characterizes the property of being admired, esteemed, worthy of respect,
filled with surprise, the feeling of solemnity, something important,
extraordinary, etc.: 1. Slkuii CBO€O BENMYMHOIO, I'PAHAIO3HICTIO, CHIIOO
mposisy ab0 HasBHICTIO YOTOCh BHJIATHOTO, HAJ3BHUYAHOTO BUKJIMKAE
TIO/INB, 3aXOIUIEHHS. // SIKNi BUKIIMKA€E TIOYYTTS YPOUHCTOCTI, IMiTHECEHOCTI.
2. CrioBHEHWMI TiZIHOCTI, MOBAXXHOCTI. 3. SIKWi 3aCIyroBYye MOIIaHH, TOBATH.

Such qualities of people as being held in respect, treated with honour,
deserving recognition are closely related to the positive human traits of
character, ability to reveal friendly, tactful, sincere, sympathetic, kind
attitudes to others, establish kind, cordial relationships, properties of being
full of joy, openness, kindness, sincerity (about voice, smile face, etc.), well-
bred, hard-working, polite as well as good qualities of something which
answer the required standards, volume or quantity concerning animals,
plants, objects, well and vividly represented, sharp (concerning the appetite,
sight, hearing, etc.). All the abovementioned meanings characterize
the adjective of broad semantics oo6puu. It possesses 9 rather extended
meanings which can be interpreted the following way: 1. fkumit mo6po-
3UYIMBO, MPUA3HO, YYHHO CTaBUThCS JO JIIONEH; 100pO3UWIMBUI;
MIPOTHJICKHE JIMXHH, moraHuid. // [IpuBiTHUH, TarinHui y B3aemuHax. // ToH,
XTO JIOOPO3UWINBO, IPUSA3HO, YyHHO CTAaBUTHCS JI0 JtojIeH. / SIkuii Bupaxae
J00pOTy, IIMpICTh; CIIOBHEHWH JIACKH, TpPHUsA3HI (PO TOJOC, YCMIIIKY,
obmmaust 1 T. iH.). 2. JIns sSKOro XapakTepHa B3a€eMHA MPUXUIBHICTB,
cumrarist; Onm3bkui. 3. SIkuid pUHOCKUTEL T0OPO, 33JJOBOJICHHS, PalliCTh. //
Kopuchwnii, noTpiOHHI, B OCHOBI SIKOTO JISKHTh OakaHHS ao00pa KOMy-
HeOyb. // B skoMy BHpakaeThcsl MPUXMIIBHICTb, CIIIBUYTTS, JOOPO3UWINBE,
maHoOJMBE CTaBIICHHs, IMoBara A0 Jnoxed. // Slkmii momoOaernes,
CXBAJIFOETHLCS; BAPTHA HACTIyBaHHA. // SKuil CBiTUUTH Mo Oe3TYpOOTHHH,
Becenuil craH JmoguHd. 4. SIkMi Mae Haue)XHiI 3HAHHA 1 HABUKHA I
BUKOHAHHS 40T0-HEOY/Ib; JOCBIMYCHUHA. // SIKW KOPHCTYETHCS MOBArolo,
maHow. / PO3yMHO BUXOBaHWH, YBIWIMBHH, MpabOBUTHH. 5. Skuii Mae
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MMO3UTHBHI SIKOCTI a00 BIACTHUBOCTI, IO BIANOBIZAIOTH ITOCTABICHUM
BUMOTaM, 33JIOBOJIBHAIOTH iX (IO TPEIMETH, TBapWHH, POCIHHH). //
Burigauii, 3pydHuid Uit poOOTH, BIANITYBaHHS SKUX-HEOYIb CIIPaB,
3apo0iTKy. 6. 3HaYHWE MIOA0 PO3MIpy, 00csTy, KimbkocTi. // Kpamuii Bix
3BHYAIHOTO, OaraTuii, BeJMKUH, BUCOKHUH. // [IoMITHO BUpa)XeHUH, TOCTPHiA
(mpo ametut, 3ip, ciyx). // Jyxe po3BuHeHHH. // 3HAYHUIA IIOMO CTYIICHS
BUsBY, cwid. 7. IiIHUIA IaHM, OXBaIM; He3arusMoBanuit. 8. Te came, mo
cMauHMid. 9. YIKUBA€ThCSl I MIAKPECICHHS BaXKJIMBOCTI, 3HAYHOCTI
KUTBKICHOTO BU3HAYEHHS MipH 4acy, IPpoCTopy.

Lexical semantic analysis of adjectives denoting the property of being
respected in modern Ukrainian revealed their both common and
distinctive features as well as peculiarities of their system and structural
organization.

2. Seme structure of adjectives in modern Ukrainian

The study of how meaning is encoded in a language is the subject
matter of semantics. It is generally assumed that its main concern is the
meanings of words as lexical items. But we have to note that it is not only
concerned with words as such. What is meaning? Philosophers have
debated the question, with particular reference to language, for over 2000
years. No one has yet produced a satisfactory answer to it. One reason for
this may be that the question, in the form in which it is posed, is
unanswerable. It makes two presuppositions which are, to say the least,
problematical: (a) that what we refer to, in English, with the word
“meaning” has some kind of existence or reality: (b) that everything
referred to as meaning is similar, if not identical, in nature. We may call
these, respectively: (a) the presupposition of existence and (b) the
presupposition of homogeneity.® According to the most widely accepted
theory of semantics, by meanings we mean ideas or concepts, which can
be transferred from the mind of the speaker to the mind of a hearer by
embodying them in the forms of one language or another. In linguistics
meaning is what a language expresses about the world we live in or any
possible or imaginary world”.

There are many different approaches to the way in which meaning in
language is studied. Philosophers have investigated the relations between
linguistic expressions, such as the words of a language and persons, things
and events in the world to which these words refer. Linguists have

® Lyons J. Language and Linguistics. An Introduction. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 1981. P. 136.

" Longman Dictionary of Language Teaching &Applied Linguistics. Longman Group UK
Limited, 1992. P. 222.
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studied the way in which meaning in a language is structured and have
distinguished between different types of meanings. The complexity of
word meaning is manifold. Various attempts have been made to work out
efficient procedures for the analysis and interpretation of meaning. Our
lexico-semantic analysis of adjectives in modern Ukrainian presupposes
the all-round study of their meanings. The latter, like the lexical units
themselves, are treated as a system which is composed of hierarchically
placed semes. To describe and characterize them, componential analysis is
used. It is one of the contemporary methods of semantic research which is
applied to the study of meaning and analyses a word into a set of meaning
components or semantic features. Componential analysis provides an
inventory of the semantic features encoded in lexical forms. The essential
purpose of it is to identify certain general conceptual categories or seman-
tic principles which find expression in the particular components®,

The meanings of words may be described as a combination of semantic
features. The latter are classified into semantic markers by which we mean
the semantic features present in the lexical meanings of other words and
distinguishers — semantic features which cannot be found in the lexical
meanings of other words. Furthermore, semantic markers refer to features
which the word has in common with other words, whereas distinguishers
refer to what differentiates or distinguishes a word from other ones.
In European semantic theory the meanings are reduced to minimal compo-
nents or semes, as they are called. Componential analysis proceeds from
the assumption that word meaning is not an unanalyzable whole but can be
decomposed into elementary semantic components, or semes. It is also
assumed that these basic semantic elements can be classified into several
subtypes thus ultimately constitute a highly structured system®. Different
scholars suggest different terms to name this elementary constituent
of meaning: semantic component, semantic features, figures of content,
differential semantic elements, semantic primitive, semantic multiplier,
semantic function, semantic parameter, etc. There are also such types
of semes as: classeme, archeseme, differential semes, integrative semes.
A distinction is also made between denotative and connotative ones.
The former belong to the denotative component of meaning whereas the
latter are the additional semantic components representing the connotative
component of meaning. There exists the classification of semes into
contextual, implicit and explicit. The structural approach to the study of
semantics presupposes the use of componential analysis which bears

8 Widdowson H.G. Linguistics. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1996. P. 57.
® Sukhorolska S.M., Fedorenko O.1. Methods of Linguistic Analysis. Lviv: Publishing Centre
of lvan Franko Lviv National University, 2006. P. 116.
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resemblance to the mathematical process of factorizing a number, and a
useful informal method of arriving at comPonents of meaning is suggested
by the analogy of arithmetical proportions™.

Componential analysis in our research is carried out on the basis of
dictionary definitions (definitional analysis). In this respect the explanatory
dictionary of the Ukrainian language plays a significant role in the studies of
such types. It makes up an empirical basis of modern semantics as it presents
the whole lexical system of the language in question. Of primary importance
here are definitions of words which reveal various relations between words,
when one is explained by means of the other together with their profound
characteristics. Lexical meaning of the word is treated as an independent
entity possessing its individual linguistic quality. The structure of each
dictionary entry is conditioned by both volume and quantitative specificity
of an individual lexical meaning. As a result, in dictionary definitions
the lexical meanings are divided into rubrics and subrubrics.

Explanatory dictionary of the Ukrainian language is at the same time
the object of linguistic study and the means of carrying out both theoretical
and applied research works. It is treated as the complete fullest bank
of information concerning the language under study which had been
compiled taking into account the whole verbal and written products. Our
research of adjectives denoting the property of being respected in modern
Ukrainian is carried out on the basis of dictionary definitions by means
of applying the structural approach to the study of the adjectives’ lexical
semantics. The procedure of dividing the lexical meanings of adjectives
into semes presupposes their strict and thorough analysis. Even punctua-
tion marks in dictionary definitions matter: comma means that the semes
stand close in meaning; semi-colon denotes separation of the meaning
components. Moreover, one and the same seme may form the meanings of
more than one word. This quantitative characteristics of the semes forms
one of the regularities of their system and structural organization.
This gives grounds to consider to what extent the meanings of adjectives
are related to each other.

Seme data set contains 175 definitions, among which one can find
indications of positive human qualities, namely being respected, loyal,
kind, sincere, well-bred, polite, recognized by other people due to his/her
heroic deeds, high moral standards, everyday activities, social life, position
in the society, charity, achievements in various branches of science, the
feeling of responsibility, friendly attitude to all members of the society, etc.

% Fabian M. Lexical Semantics: New Approach to its Study // Journal of Interdisciplinary
Philology 2013. Ne 1-2. P. 5-12.
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The whole seme data set is divided into 5 subsets: 1) positive properties
of human character; 2) qualities of person’s attitude towards other people;
3) the properties of being honoured, esteemed, recognized; 4) who enjoys
popularity, glory, recognition due to his/her good name, authority,
good reputation, renown, which (who) positively influences something,
creates proper conditions for fulfilling the tasks, necessary, good
for something; who acts wisely, quietly, carefully, with great caution, takes
into account the interests of others; 5) contextual semes.

Semantic markers sxuii susensie enuboky nosazy, nowany 00 Ko2o-, 4020-
HebYOb, CNOGHeHUll 6upazy 21UbOKOI noeasu, AKUL UPAXCAE NOWAHY,
2IOHUIL 8EUKOL NOBA2U, SAKULL MAE NOZUMUBHI IKOCMI a0 81ACMUBOCTI, U0
sionosioaioms nocmaenenum sumozam characterize the semantic meanings
of nearly all the adjectives under study. The first subset contains the semes
CHOBHEHUN HAUWUPIWOT nosazu, Wanu, Oe3mMedcHoO GI00aHUll, NOOONCHULL
which can be found in the semantics of the adjective 6marorosiiiaui,
IaHOONMMBUH, NOOpHH, CBATOOJMBHHN; wWaHOOAUBO 68IUIUSUIL 00 JH0OEl,
8 AKOMY BUABTACMBCA BBIUIUBICIb, YBANCHICMb, 100 A3Hicmb (YEMHUMN);
AKUll eusenae enuboKy nosacy, nowiany (IIaHOONMBUN); sAKuil eupasxicae
nokopy, cmupennicme (YKIHHUH); sKull GI03HAYAEMbCST BUCOKUMU MOPATb-
HUMU SIKOCMAMU, He 30amHUll YKpACMU, He CXUIbHUNL 00 KpaodixcKu,
SAKULL BUPAIICAE  NPABOUBICMb, NPAMOMY Xapaxmepy, 6i08epmicmb, KUl
CMapanto, pemenbHo 6UKOHYE C80i 0006’ s3KU, CYMAIHHUL, SAKUU GUNIUBAE
3 CYMIIHHO20 CIMAGIIeHHsL 00 C80IX 0006’ 13Ki6, 3apobnieHull be3 06Mamny, c6o€l0
CYMIIHHOIO npayero, SKUll He 3aCy208Y€ HIAKOI 002auu, NOPSAOHUL, HIYUM
He 3anIsIMOB8AHUL, WAHOBHULL, NOBANCHUL, CNOBHeHUl Yecmi (4ECHUM), K020
N08aAXCarOMbs, AKUU KOPUCMYEMbCA N0BA2ON0 6 K020-HeOYOb (TOBaKaHUH),
AKULL MAE NO3UMUBHI AIKOCMI A00 81ACMUBOCHI, WO 8ION0BI0AIMb HOCMAB-
JICHUM BUMO2AM, 3A00B0ALHAIOMY X, AKUL NPUHOCUMb 00OPO, 3A0080ICHHS,
padicms, aKkuti NO00OAEMbCSA, CXBATIOEMbCS, 8APMULL HACTIOYBAHHS, PO3YMHO
BUXOBAHULL, VEIUIUSUL, NPAybosumull, ionul wanu (100pHid), cnogHeHull
Hatyupiwoi wanu, 60e3mMedNHcHo i00aHull, 01a20208IUHUL, WAHOOIUBUL
(mo0GOXHMIA), PO3CYONUBO-CEPIO3HUL, PO3BANCIUBUIL VY BUUHKAX, 3 NOZUMUG-
HUMU AKOCMIAMU, NOBANCHUL, CHOGHEHUU 2IOHOCMI, NOBAMCHOCMI, AKUI
CHpAsNAe NOUMUBHE BPANCEHHS, GIO3HAUAEMbCA NOPAOHICMIO, NPUCTOU-
Hutl, 000ponopadHull (CTAaTeUHUN), AKUN MAE WUPOKY CIABY, NONYIAPHICD,
3HameHumui, 0obpe eidomuii 6azamvom (CIABETHUN), makuii, wo Mae
BUCOKT NO3UMUBHI AKOCMI, docmotinutl (TITHUH).

The second subset covers the semes which analyze the multiple ways
of expressing qualities of person’s attitude towards other people: sxui
000pO3UUIUBO, NPUAZHO, YYUHO CMABUMbCs 00 arodel, 000pO3udaUsUll,
npUGIMHUIL, 1a2IOHUL Y 3AEMUHAX, MOU, XMO NPUAZHO, YYUHO CIABUMbCA
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00 ooetl, KUl supasicae 000pomy, Wupicmv, CNOGHEHUL 1ACKU, NPUA3HI,
0151 AK020 XAPAKMEPHA 63AEMHA NPUXUTbHICMb, CUMNAmMis, Oau3bKuil,
KOpUCHUL, NOMPIOHULL, 8 OCHOBI AKO20 NedCUmv 0A}CAHHA 000pa KOMY-,
yoMy-HeOyOb (MOOPUI); sKuil di€ pO3YMHO, CROKIUHO, Nepeddayunuso, aKuil
36aA%CaAE HA THMepecu, 3anumu THWUX, 8UAGIAE nosazy 00 HUX, YeMHUll,
VBAXHCHUL, AKULL BUABIAE 00EPEHCHICMb Y CEOIX OIsX, He HAPANCAEMbCA HA
HenpuemHicms, Hebesnexy, obepescrnuti (00aUHUN), AKUL NPOCIABTAE
K020-HeOyOb (CIIaBETHHM), AKUL BUABIAE NOBACY 00 KO20-HebyOb, YeMHUl,
66iunu6uti (MOIUTUBUMA, TIOYTUBUN), WUAHOOIUBO GEIUAUBUL ) NOBOONHCEHHT
3 00bMU, SKULL BUPANCAE WAHOOIUGICMB, yeiunugicmb (Tpeunuii). AS it is
seen from the research, several semes enter more than one or two subsets,
and this shows close relationships between them in the system.

The third subset contains the semes revealing the properties of
somebody or something who (that) deserve respect, regard, trust, authority,
attention, heed, consideration, is influential, answer the demands of time,
circumstances, arise surprise, admiration, wonder, the feeling of solemnity,
excitement, do not tolerate objection, etc. skuii 3aciyeosye nowanu, nosacu,
CROBHEHUll 2IOHOCMI, NOBANCHOCMI, AKULL CBOEI BEIUNUHON), 2PAHOI03-
HICMI0, CUNOI0 NPOABY ADO0 HAAGHICMIO Y020Ch BUOAMHO20, HAO38UUALIHO20
BUKTIUKAE NOOUB, 3aXONJienHs (BEMIHUN), KU KOPUCHIYEMbC AGMOpPU-
mMemom, nIUB08ULL, AKULL 3ACTY208Y€ HA NOBHE D0BIP ', SIKULL He mepnums, He
donyckae 3anepedetv (AaBTOPUTETHHH). NO6 S3AHULL 3 GUDAIICEHHIM GEIUKOL
noeacu, NOWlaHu 00 K020-HebyOb, 2IOHUL 6enuxoi nosacu (MPEBENCOHHI).
This adjective is frequently used as a polite and respectful form of
addressing somebody and as a title of bishop. To the subset under study also
belong the following semes: sxuii 3acmyeosye nosacu ceoim 3nauenmsm,
docmoincmeom (CTaTeuHui), ciOHUll nosazu, NOWAHU, KUl 0OUpPacmvcs,
HA0AEMbCs HA 3HAK noeazu, nouwlanu (TMOYECHUH), K020 NOBANCAIOMD,
WAHYIOMb, MO, K020 NOBAXCA0Mb, Wanyloms (IIaHOBHUN), 2iOHULL 8eIUKOT
nowtanu, nosaey (MOIITUBHIA, TOYTHBHUN, BUCOKOIIIAHOBHUIA, CJIABETHHIA).

The words BHCOKOLIAHOBHHI, BHCOKOIOBa)KaHUM, BHCOKOITOBAXKHMIMA
are used as an official polite form of address or when speaking about
somebody. Its synonym sensmurianosuuii is a polite form of addressing
or recollecting somebody. The meanings of lexical units Bamenpkui,
Bamecbkuit contain stylistically marked semes, on the one hand, zionui
nosazu, wanosnuu and ipon. copoosumuii, nuxamuii (ironically — haughty,
disdainful), on the other. The semes skuii ceoimu disimu, suunkamu i m.iu.
BUKTIUKAE NOYYMMA NO08A2U, NeGHOI YPOUUCMOCMI, AKUL MPUMAEMbCA
3 genuxolo 2ionicmio, 2opoosumicmio characterize lexical meanings of the
word BemuuaBmit. Those who due to their long-lived fruitful activity
deserve general acknowledgment and recognition are called macruTwmit
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(venerable). Among distinguishers in our language material one can
mention sxuil 6i0nogidae eumo2am 4acy, Yiikom 6iONOGIOHUL Y OaHOMY
eunaoxy, nompibnuil (TIMHAN), HEeMOIOOUll, ROGLILHUL, He WEUOKUL,
npomsidchuil, 3a0ymaueuit (npo nicnio, menoodiw), eeauxuit (Posmipom,
KLIbKICIIO), AKULL Modice Oymu npuiHamuii 00 yseaeu, OOCMAmHil 01
BUNPABOAHHS Y020-HeDYOb, AKULL 3ACTY208VE 0COOAUBOI V6acU BHACTIOOK
ceoci  sadicnueocmi, 3Hauumocmi (TIOBAXHUKN), SKUL OOMPUMYEMbCS
npasuin npucmotinocmi (BBIYWINBUHN, YBIWIUBUN), 3p)yuHUll 018 4020-HEOYOb
(cipusTiMBUit), noboscnuti (OMArOTOBIWHWN), 6uUCIOHUL, 3PYYHUL OJsl
pobomu, e1aumy8anHs SKUx-nebyob cnpas, 3apooimKy, 3HAUHUL U000
po3mipy obcsey, Kinbkocmi i m. iH., Kpawuti 6i0 36uuaiinoco, bazamull,
BeUKULL, BUCOKUL, AKUL NOGHICMIO 3abe3neyye nompedy 8 4omy-Hedyob,
0yorce po36UHEHUll, 3HAYHULL W00 CMYNEHA BUABY, CUNU, VHCUBAEMbCS
OJ151 NIOKPECNIeH s 8ANCIUBOCMI, 3HAYHOCMI KIIbKICHO20 BUSHAYEHHS MipU
uacy, npocmopy (no0pHid), KUl Mae docmamox, 3amodxicHutl (CTaTeIHHR ),
aKull  gipumv Yy 602a U CMAPAHHO GUKOHYE 6CI pemieitini  0bpsaou
(cBATOONMBUR), wanoeHutl 3a cesamicmio i penicitinicmio (4eCHUH).

The fourth subset covers those semes which describe deeds, actions,
activities, happenings and the like leading to something special, of good
quality, positive necessary changes, respect, recognition, devotion,
connected with God, religion, church, religious rituals, love, faithfulness,
stability, freedom, peace, glory, nobility, popularity, big money, values,
something very important, the sense of dignity, place in the society, power,
business dealings and real life situations. Here belong the semes sxuu
NO3UMUBHO BNIUBAE HA WO-HeOYOb, CMBOPIOE BIONOGIOHI YMOBU Oilsl
30TUCHeN s, UKOHAHHSI 4020Cb (CTIPUSITIVBUN), KUl NPUHOCUMb, NPUHIC
KOMYCb GenuKy ciagy, Gioomuti Oyice WUPOKUM KOAaM Jro0et, sKuil
BIO3HAUAEMbCS, BUPIZHAEMbCA 4uUMCb ocoonueum (TIpECaBHUKN), KUl
sedymu, 30IUCHIOIOMb 8 iHmepecax penieii, UCOKU, OIA20POOHULL, MEMOIO
K020 € BOJIsl, BU3BONCHHS, MUD, GIACMUBUL DeNiciliHill, SIPYIOUill TOOUHL
(TOGOXHMIA), SAKULL BULAHOBYE, 36eMUUYE KO2O-HeDOYOb (BETMYALHWN), AKUll
Kowmye 8enuxi epouti, oyace yiHHUll, dopoeull, Oyxce sadxcauguil (10poro-
LWIHHKKN), orcummesuil, peanvruti (3EMHUR), 20pouti, 3 SUPAZHO BUSBTICHUM
NOUYmMmsM 6IACHOI 2IOHOCmi, KU Mae 000py AKicmb, Noé’szanuil i3
SHAUHUM CTYHCOOBUM CMAHOBUWEM, 61a00t0 (BaXXHUN), AKUL NPUCEAMUE
cebe yomy-nebyob, sxuil, 6yOyuu npouHsmul cumnamicto, uob608’1o 00
K020Ch, 4020Cb, 8I03HAUAEMbCs nocmilinicmio, gipuicmro (Bilaanuil). Some
of the semes mentioned in the subsets are common for the lexical meanings
of a rather great majority of words under study. Even their division into
subsets is conventional because the semes, like lexical units, in our research
are represented as open systems which can be enlarged if further studied.
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The fifth subset is made up by contextual semes which characterize the
lexical meanings of the adjectives mocmepTruii (post mortem): 3arpoOHwuii,
ceatuii (Saint): sk nocmiiinuil enimem 00 cis, No8’A3anHUX i3 Micysimu abo
npeomemamu penicitino20 NOKIOHIHHS, OCEAYEHULL, YIHCUBAEMbCA NPU BUPA-
JICEHHI nepesiKy, noousy, 00YpeHHs, NPABeOHUll, HeNOPOUHULl, YeOOHUll
60206i, cmocosno 0o eeauxoomns, mouecuuii (honourable): wecms abo
2IOHICMb K020 He NPUHUNCeHO, TOOMKHUN (PIOUS): KUl peeHO 8UKOHYE
6ci penieiiini 0opsou, sipyrouuit, and cesimennuit (sacred): sxkuil € npeome-
MoM penieilino20 NOKIOHIHHA, AKUL 6edymb, 30IlCHIOIOMb & [Hmepecax
penicii, Ha KUl He MOJICHA NOCA2Amu, 8UCOKULL, 01a20pOoOHUIL, 0COOIUBO
noyecnuti. All the abovementioned semes can be used in the contexts
which specify the semantics of the adjectives in question. Seme in our
research identifies a minimal feature of meaning, i.e. a minimal feature of
the semantic structure of an adjective. Componential analysis in the
present research is formalized as far as the symbolic representation
of meaning components is concerned. Being applied to the study of
adjectives as a definite system of the vocabulary, the componential
analysis helped disclose the system and structural organization of the
words in question as well as reveal their lexical and seme stock together
with all their common and distinctive features.

CONCLUSIONS

Lexical semantics, especially the methods and procedures of its
analysis, belongs to less investigated problems of modern linguistics. It is
that system of language which is never stable, and, due to both lingual and
extra — lingual factors, undergoes changes of different types. It is most
sensitive to scientific and technological progress, our everyday life and
activities, global world changes, etc. Despite great achievements in various
branches of linguistics, still there are certain areas which are by no means
complete. In the first place it concerns the structural approach to the study
of lexical meaning. In the paper this problem is considered on the example
of adjectives denoting the property of being respected in modern
Ukrainian. The suggested approach in the present research makes up the
formalized basis for the semantic classification of a certain fragment
of lexis, according to which the Ukrainian language is treated as a system
of definite structure, where each lexical unit occupies its definite place,
and establishes various types of relationships with other ones within this
system. Not only adjectives themselves are looked upon this way, but also
both their meanings and semantic components. Our language material has
been collected, analyzed and classified on the basis of a continuous study
of the most authoritative Ukrainian explanatory dictionary. To choose
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the material of the research, we have introduced formal, purely language
criterion — belonging of the lexical units to a particular part of speech —
the adjective. As a result, the property of being respected embraces
37 adjectives possessing 175 meanings. Taken together, they form an
open-ended system of elements which are interrelated and interdependent.
Nearly all the words under study are polysemantic, and their semantics is
broad: from revealing the qualitative characteristics of people, their deeds,
ways of life, behaviour and distinguishing features of character to
describing the properties of being honoured, respected, recognized and
acknowledged because of their spiritual and moral qualities. The meanings
of the adjectives in question have been studied with the help of compo-
nential analysis which is considered to be of great value in contemporary
linguistics. They are composed of components which, in their turn, also
make up a definite system, and these components (semes) are both
interrelated and interconnected. As seen from the study, they form subsets,
they enter the meanings of more than one, two, etc. lexical units, undergo
classifications, specify the shades of words’ meanings and add additional
information concerning the words’ usages. By penetrating deep into the
adjectives’ semantics and peculiarities of their inner system and structural
organization in Ukrainian, it is possible to contribute to the further study
of meaning, and open new possibilities of discussing other issues
of semantics which remain unsolved.

SUMMARY

The present research deals with the structural approach to the study of
meaning on the material of adjectives denoting the property of being
respected in modern Ukrainian. The language material is collected,
analyzed and classified with the help of a continuous analysis of the
Ukrainian explanatory dictionary. Both the words and their meanings are
divided into groups (subsets) which contain the whole semantic
characteristics of the adjectives themselves and their corresponding
meaning components (semes). Each of these groups is treated as a definite
system consisting of hierarchically placed elements, which occupy their
definite places within the system. Polysemantic adjectives under study
inmany cases are synonyms which are closely interrelated and
interconnected. Their semantics is broad: from revealing the qualitative
characteristics of people, their deeds, ways of life, behaviour and
distinguishing features of character to describing the properties of being
honoured, respected, recognized and acknowledged because of their
spiritual and moral qualities. Componential analysis in this paper is carried
out on the basis of dictionary definitions to decompose the lexical
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meanings into semes. The procedure of dividing the lexical meanings of
adjectives into semes makes it possible to classify them into certain types.
Some of the semes under study characterize the meanings of more than
one word. This quantitative characteristics of the semes forms one of the
regularities of their system and structural organization.
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