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Summary 

 

Matveeva Olga. The concept of «honesty with oneself» in the context of individual 

being (on the material of «Diary» by V. Vynnychenko). 
In the article the specificity of the representation of the concept of «honesty with 

ourselves» in the context of designing individual model of being in the V. Vynnychenko’s 

«Diary» according to this logic. First, in a crisis of Christianized culture, writer actualized 

project of «moral liberation», which involves desecration of fundamental Christian 

commandments. Secondly, artist programmed the alternative project of creating a «new 

morality» with the idea of «honesty with ourselves», which is seen as a way to restore harmony 

of human life in the context of relativism and depreciation of the values. Third, 

V. Vynnychenko connects the idea of «honesty with ourselves» with the concept of «ethics of 

communism» and philosophy of konkordyzm. 

Key words: the concept of «honesty with ourselves», the artistic model of individual life, 

the idea of «moral liberation», the concept of «new morality», the konkordyzm, the «ethics of 

the communism». 
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Summary 

 

Medvedeva Olena. The structure of the onymic space of poetry of the Danube Region. 
The article explores semantic and stylistic propriation characteristics in Danube area 

creatorsʼ poetic tweaking. The onimsʼ semantic and emotional meaning is revealed also as their 

functional role in authorʼs text as an essential component of literary-figurative system of lyrycal 

work. 

Key words: onim, semantic and stylistic functions, propriation lexicon, image-structure. 
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