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DISCOURSE ANALYSIS OF PROPER NAMES 
OF UKRAINIAN EARLY MODERN PERIOD

Мета статті – визначити специфіку дискурсивної реалізації власних назв українського 
ранньомодерного часу ХVII ст. Завдання дослідження: схарактеризувати власні назви як ре-
сурс персвазійності в проповідницькій дискурсивній практиці Х�����������������������������   VII��������������������������    ст.; визначити дискурсив-
ну поліплощинність власних назв у ранньомодерній українській проповіді; проаналізувати 
власні назви в аспекті особливостей текстопородження і когнітивних процесів мовця (знання, 
відтворення по памʼяті, аналогія); розкрити принципи поєднання власних назв і творення образів 
(метафори, порівняння) в українській ранньомодерній практиці; встановити вплив ідеології на 
дискурс і творення образності агіонімів на позначення руських святих. Методи дослідження: 
дискурс-аналіз,  ономастичний дискурс-аналіз з урахуванням аксіологічних та ідеологічних 
репрезентацій дискурсів, контекстуально-інтерпретаційний аналіз, лінгвокультурологічна 
інтерпретація. 

Схарактеризовано, що власні назви є активним ресурсом текстотворення в ранньомодерній 
проповіді, розвиток якої зумовлений традиційною епістемою та соціокультурними умовами 
українського ранньомодерну другої половини ХVII  ст., вимогами інституційного дискурсу, типу 
дискурсивної практики, настановами автора. Проповідницька практика цього періоду набуває 
окремих ознак епістемічних дискурсивних трансформацій – переконання і частково знання, що 
набувають символічного сенсу в проповідницькій діяльності. Власна назва стає активним ресур-
сом персвазійності, реалізується з урахуванням когнітивної настанови мовця і когнітивної бази 
реципієнта. Інтерпретація різних культурних, географічних, історичних пластів створює онімну 
поліплощинність цієї дискурсивної практики. 

Доведено, що ономастичний дискурс-аналіз не лише вивчає образність історичних 
дискурсів, а також екстраполює вивчення власних назв на особливості давнього текстопороджен-
ня і когнітивні процеси мовця. Опрацювання інформації автором розглянуто в аспектах роботи 
з іншомовними джерелами (аналіз способів адаптації запозичених власних назв), відтворення 
інформації по пам’яті (неточні написання власних назв), творення аналогій, образів (метафор, 
порівнянь). Це уможливлює поєднання теонімів і міфонімів, біблієантропонімів і міфонімів,  хри-
стиянських і язичницьких теонімів. Нові сфери знання і вторинні смисли астронімів стають од-
ним із ресурсів барокової образності проповіді, її аксіологічної репрезентації. Схарактеризова-
но зіставлення агіонімів на позначення руських святих із біблієантропонімами, іменами античних 
філософів, поетів, іменами світової історії. В українському проповідницькому дискурсі Х������������VII��������� ст. вша-
нування руських святих актуалізоване відповідно до тогочасних соціокультурних та ідеологічних 
передумов. 

Ключові слова: дискурс-аналіз, власні назви, дискурсивна проповідницька практика, когнітивні 
процеси, ідеологія, вторинні смисли, українська ранньомодерна доба.
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Problem Statement 
The analysis of proper names as a resource in early modern preaching practices is 
conducted within the frameworks of onomastic discourse analysis and historical discourse 

studies. This research perspective on proper names is projected onto the study of the features of 
ancient text generation and the cognitive processes of the speaker, examining new sequences of 
proper name implementation within this discourse (including new forms of proper name coexistence, 
their establishment, reproduction, or alteration during transcription, recall, and construction into new 
analogies, comparisons, metaphors). Each sermon contained unique analogies that demonstrated 
the author’s originality and the conceptualism of the sermon.

Analysis of Recent Research and Publications Addressing the Problem 
The theoretical tools for studying the history of discursive practices and epistemes have al-

ready gained prominence within historical research. Specific issues related to communicative-cogni-
tive features (of the speaker, interlocutor, content of the utterance, reality) and their roles in the pro-
cesses of generation and perception have been developed within historical pragmatics and discourse 
studies [Brinton, 1996; Brinton, 2001; Köhnen, 2008; Foucault, 1972; Шевченко, 2000 et al.]. These 
works have significantly influenced the development of historical discourse studies in pragmatics, 
cognitive science, discourse analysis, critical discourse analysis, and other scholarly approaches [Dijk, 
1981; Dijk, 2006; Dijk, 2012; Geeraerts, Cuyckens, 2010; Flowerdew, Richardson, 2018; Шевченко, 
Морозова, 2005; Шевченко, 2000]. These studies, in particular, have expanded the edition of the 
history of discourses, discursive practices, and the examination of cognitive-communicative activities, 
verbalization of cognitive processes of the speaker, features of text generation and perception, and 
modal categories despite some limitations caused by the type of written sources and the comprehen-
siveness of the researcher’s understanding of the sociocultural contexts of a particular era.

The main approaches to historical discourse analysis were outlined by L. Brinton [Brinton, 2001, 
pp. 138–160], who identified its developmental prospects in subsequent historical studies. The his-
torical direction in discursive studies is expanding, as evidenced by works on artistic discourse in the 
history of the French language and culture [Бурбело, 1999], philosophical discourse of Ancient Greek 
[Шадчина, 2005], and polemical and preaching discursive practices in early modern Ukrainian lan-
guage [Олешко, 2017], among others.

The current justification for historical discourse analysis is found in contemporary scholarly 
studies. In a 2023 article, A. Rejter argues that «the heightened interest in the transformation of dis-
courses over time can significantly enrich reflection and eventually recognize historical discourse 
studies (emphasis added by the author – O.N.) as a section of discursive linguistics. Moreover, observ-
ing the dynamics of historical discourse may prove to be a central issue in defining and delimiting the 
concept» [Rejter, 2023, p. 18].

Such research will contribute to developing discourse theory, expand its application in the his-
torical research dimension, and enrich the study of discourses from different periods influenced by 
communicative, social, and cultural preconditions.

The phenomenon of early modern Ukrainian preaching has been characterized in interdis-
ciplinary studies by M.G. Bartolini [Bartolini, 2016], J. Broggi [Броджі, 2022], T. Getz (Levchenko-
Komіsarenko) [Ґетц, 2023; Левченко-Комісаренко, 2006], and O. Maksymchuk [Максимчук, 2019], 
who argue for the historical discourse of preaching practices. These works describe the polymorphism 
of Baroque culture and its influence on the author’s consciousness, Baroque homiletics as a multi-lay-
ered phenomenon [Броджі, 2022], and analyze A. Radyvylovskyiʼs sermons in terms of moral issues 
and the discourse of suffering [Bartolini, 2016]. The onomastic issues of Ukrainian Baroque sermons 
are examined in the aspects of the topics of sacred names���������������������������������������� ���������������������������������������[Левченко-Комісаренко, 2006], the argu-
mentation of the images of Olga������������������������������������������������������������������� ������������������������������������������������������������������[Ґетц, 2023] and Volodymyr. It has been determined that A. Radyvy-
lovskyi uses “bold analogies, examples from Western Latin texts, emblematic writing” [Максимчук, 
2019, p. 7] to glorify Prince and Saint Volodymyr, who in the sermons “appears as God’s chosen one, 
simultaneously a formidable prince and spiritual father, and therefore a heavenly patron, that is, the 
protector of his people” [Максимчук, 2019, p. 7].

O.Yu. Zelinska has described the artistic and stylistic features of proper names in Baroque ser-
mons [Зелінська, 2013, pp. 201–235]. The researcher identified the innovation of these texts, which 
marked “the emergence of the proper names of ancient artists, secular persons whose activities are 
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not necessarily related to the affirmation of Christianity. Onomastic vocabulary contributed to rais-
ing the artistic level of the homiletic work, served the main idea of affirming eternal Christian values, 
while also ensuring the high intellectual level of the sermon” [Зелінська, 2013, p. 235].

In reviewing these studies, it should be noted that most of them are dedicated to Ukrainian 
preaching in the second half of the 17th century, with attention to different groups of proper names 
or individual ones (Saints Olga, Volodymyr, Borys, and Hlib), employing linguistic (mainly stylistic) and 
literary approaches.

The preaching discourse practice of the early modern period has been characterized by pa-
rameters of intertextuality and the frequency of proper names. In particular, the intertext of ancient 
Greek philosophers in discursive practices has been analyzed, along with different types of intertext 
and their deployment in Ukrainian preaching. A frequency dictionary of proper names in early mod-
ern Ukrainian sermons has been compiled based on frequency decline, and the obtained results have 
been interpreted [Nika, Hrytsyna, 2022]. These studies indirectly characterize a portion of anthropo-
nyms (names of ancient philosophers) in intertextual insertions and establish the proportion of differ-
ent groups of proper names in sermons using linguistic-statistical methods.

The onomastic issues of the Ukrainian language are diversely represented in the works of L. 
Belej [Белей, 1995], O. Karpenko [Карпенко, 2000; Карпенко, 2004; Карпенко, 2006], M. Torchyn-
skyi [Торчинський, 2013], and others mainly focus on the functional load of literary onomastics, on 
the functional classification of literary eponymy, with the identification of four groups of literary an-
throponyms – neutral, characteristic, deictic, and ideological [Белей, 1995, pp. 8–10].

Particular attention should be paid to research in cognitive onomastics  [Карпенко, 2004; 
Карпенко, 2006], according to O.Yu. Karpenko, onomastic systems are frames that encompass a par-
ticular construction of knowledge: �����������������������������������������������������������������“����������������������������������������������������������������1) a clear understanding that each proper name has only one ref-
erent; identical proper names with different denotations in a language are homonyms, while in the 
mental lexicon, they are different concepts; 2) knowledge of which things and beings can or must re-
ceive proper names in a given language; deviations from such norms are possible, but these are devi-
ations, mostly of an expressive nature <...>; 3) understanding that different categories of things and 
beings acquire their proper names through very different nomination methods, under different con-
ditions, sometimes ritually or traditionally very complex and that these proper names, depending on 
the category of denotations, have many specific regularities alongside common features, differing 
also in their structure, prevalence, and functions” [Карпенко, 2004].

New approaches to studying onomastics influence the rethinking of linguistic knowledge and expand 
the perspectives of the historical analysis of proper names. The features of discourses and the related types 
of proper names are outlined in onomastic discourse analysis. In the works of [Rutkowski, Skowronek, 2019; 
Rutkowski, Skowronek, 2020], the theoretical foundation of the method is substantiated, and the research 
procedure for onomastic discourse analysis is developed, characterizing the relevance of proper names in dif-
ferent types of discourses. In this context, proper names define the characteristics of axiological and ideolog-
ical representations of discourses [Matusiak-Kempa, 2019; Rutkowski, Skowronek, 2020].

At the same time, researchers argue that the discursive analysis of proper names ��������������“�������������is not under-
stood as a branch of linguistics or a completely separate method”, but rather “encompasses nomen-
clature not only concerning historical and social worlds (i.e., in the sense that names appear against 
their background to some extent), but as those that convey these cultural and social worlds at the 
speech/textual level and allow them to be reproduced, focusing on differences and the plurality of 
concepts, cultures, ethics, and languages” [Rutkowski, Skowronek, 2019, p. 57].

Onomastic studies in the dimensions of text, genre, and discourse are diversely represented in 
the works of [Cieślikowa, 2001; Rejter, 2016; Rejter, 2020; Rejter, 2021; Rutkowski, Skowronek, 2020; 
Sarnowska-Giefing, 2003]. Choosing and implementing proper names are analyzed based on con-
temporary sermons [Skowronek, 2014]. Proper names as an active imagery resource in the Old Pol-
ish language are newly examined in the works of [Rejter, 2020; Rejter, 2021]. These are examples of 
the practical application of onomastic research tools to the edition of medieval multi-genre texts and 
types of discourses.

Identification of Previously Unresolved Aspects of the General Problem
The Ukrainian early modern period has not been studied in terms of the implementation of 

proper names in discursive practices, the resourcefulness of onomastics in the process of text gen-
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eration, the characteristics of the speaker’s cognitive processes in choosing proper names, and their 
combination in discourse regulated by the requirements of institutional discourse, traditional epis-
teme, and the author’s guidelines. The scientific novelty of this research lies in the refinement of the 
stages of onomastic discourse analysis and their application to the historical specificity of the discur-
sive preaching practice of early modern Ukraine. This perspective on proper names reveals how the 
author processes information – sourcing and interpretation, memory recall, creation of analogies and 
images (metaphors, comparisons) – and expands the application of onomastic discourse analysis.

This article investigates the specific character of proper names discursive realization in Ukraine 
in the early modern period of the 17th century.

Research Objectives:
– To characterize proper names as a resource of persuasiveness in the preaching discursive 

practice of the 17th century;
– To determine the discursive multidimensionality of proper names in early modern Ukrainian 

sermons;
– To analyze proper names in terms of text generation features and the cognitive processes of 

the speaker (knowledge, memory recall, analogy);
– To uncover the principles and situations of combining proper names and creating images 

(metaphors, comparisons) in early modern Ukrainian practice;
– To establish the influence of ideology on discourse and the creation of imagery of hagionyms, 

the names of Rus saints.
The discursive practice is analyzed based on Ukrainian sermons from the 17th  century (J. 

Galiatovskyi [Ґалятовський, 1659; Ґалятовський, 1665], A.  Radyvylovskyi [Ніка, Олешко, 2019]). 
The general principles of their composition were defined by J. �����������������������������������    Galiatovsky������������������������    i�����������������������     in the homiletic trea-
tise ����������������������������������������������������������������������������������������   “���������������������������������������������������������������������������������������   Наука, альбо способ зложення казання���������������������������������������������������   ”��������������������������������������������������    (lit. ������������������������������������������� “������������������������������������������ Science, or the Method of Composing a Ser-
mon” [Ґалятовський, 1665]).

To address the set objectives and achieve the research purpose, a combination of the follow-
ing analysis methods was used: discourse analysis (to characterize the text generation process in the 
preaching discursive practice of the 17th century, influenced by historical sociocultural conditions), on-
omastic discourse analysis (based on the analysis of proper names in discourse), considering discours-
es’ axiological and ideological representations; contextual-interpretative analysis (which involves two 
stages – contextualization and interpretation); linguocultural interpretation (to characterize Baroque 
conceptualism and identify new, secondary meanings in the preaching discursive practice).

Results and Discussions
Proper names are analyzed in terms of the text creation features of the early modern period, 

the characteristics of the speaker and recipients, the sociocultural situation, ideology, Baroque pat-
terns, and traditional episteme. Similar to critical discourse analysis, the discursive analysis of proper 
names reveals a specificity that is �������������������������������������������������������������������“������������������������������������������������������������������primarily (but not exclusively) noticeable within their communica-
tive and social functions and behavior in texts and discourses” [Rutkowski, Skowronek, 2019, p. 49]. 
Therefore, ��������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������“�������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������proper names are not only linguistic signs but also social constructions, often highly ide-
ologized, that engage in numerous textual and discursive connections, forming both formal and se-
mantic-connotative or metaphorical-metonymic series, and in many cases play a key role in the (re)
construction of social reality” [Rutkowski, Skowronek, 2019, p. 49].

The authors of these studies define the theoretical principles of onomastic discourse analysis as 
follows: “1. Proper names should not be viewed as isolated figures but should be analyzed in their use 
within specific texts, considering their sociocultural, ideological, historical, local, situational, and glob-
al contexts. 2. Proper names should be treated in terms of discourse – their selection (why they are 
chosen and used in the text), their morphological and syntactic forms, orthographic forms (e.g., or-
thography mismatches), etymologies and motivations, combinations with other syntactic elements, 
and sentences serve (or may serve) as a form of action at the pragmatic level of the text, thus indi-
cating certain ideologies or sociocultural practices in action. 3. Proper names in texts/discourses are 
‘records’ of the social conditions (conflicts and social issues) in which they arose. 4. Proper names in 
texts are used in discursive strategies, understood here as the plan of speech-discursive actions em-
ployed by the addressee to achieve a specific (social, political, psychological) goal�������������������”������������������ �����������������[Rutkowski, Skow-
ronek, 2019, p. 50].
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Discursive analysis of proper names involves a sequence of research stages, which the authors 
of the approach formulate as follows: studying the linguistic and grammatical functions and mech-
anisms in which proper names participate; analyzing the role of proper names in creating the topic 
of the discourse; analyzing names in the construction of argumentation strategies; participation and 
function of proper names in genre structures and stylistic forms; reconstructing the context (situa-
tional, historical, geopolitical) of the presence of proper names in a specific text; reconstructing the 
hidden ideological premises that determine the proper names of the discourse������������������  ����������������� [Rutkowski, Skow-
ronek, 2019, pp. 51-53].

We adopt this definition of the stages of onomastic discourse analysis, occasionally modifying 
their sequence and supplementing them concerning the historical specificity of proper names in the 
preaching discursive practice:

– based on their implementation features in the Ukrainian early modern period, with the recon-
struction of the sociocultural, ideological, and historical conditions of the second half of the 17th century;

– as a resource of persuasiveness in the sermons during interconfessional discussions of the 17th 
century;

– based on the multidimensionality that characterizes the interaction of cultures and concep-
tualism;

– based on discursive combinations and adaptation of borrowings as signs of “sociocultural 
practices in action,” proper names in ancient texts facilitate the reconstruction of the text’s creation 
features and the speaker’s cognitive processes (knowledge, memory recall, analogy);

– in terms of creating imagery in early modern Ukrainian practice;
– constructing information about Rus saints as “records” of the social conditions in which they 

arose.

Proper Names as a Resource of Persuasiveness in Preaching Discursive Practice 
The sermon was intended to influence the consciousness of believers, a goal that gained par-

ticular relevance during the interconfessional discussions of the 17th ��������������������������������century. At this time, ���������“��������the pri-
mary function was to resist Protestantism and the Latin and Greek Catholic Churches. However, the 
function of consolidating society and strengthening the prestige of the Kyiv Metropolis and Pechersk 
Lavra was no less important” [Броджі, 2022, p. 332]. Ukrainian preaching implements guidelines for 
persuasiveness, reinforcing the faith of laypeople and allowing for the interpretation of religious con-
cepts with analogies to non-religious contexts.

Among the features of the sermon, O. Zelinska notes the interaction between communicants 
and the achievement of persuasive influence, specifically: “the sermon as an act of communication 
presupposes interaction between the speaker and the addressees�����������������������������������”����������������������������������, ��������������������������������“�������������������������������a feature of the sermon is per-
suasiveness – the persuasive influence aimed simultaneously at the mind, emotions, and will of the 
listeners and readers”, “the necessity of influencing not only the intellect but also the emotions, will, 
and feelings, which determines the artistry and publicistic style of the sermon language, thereby mak-
ing it a work of fine literature” [Зелінська, 2013, p. 28].

Expressing persuasiveness includes argumentation, which in the early modern sermon was en-
sured by quotations, inserted narrative elements, illustrations, examples, counterexamples, anal-
ogies, and appeals to historical and socio-political facts. O.  Matushek, in the article “Українська 
проповідь XVII століття як ‘дія за допомогою слів’” (lit. “Ukrainian Sermon of the 17th Century as 
‘���������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������Action through Words�������������������������������������������������������������������������������’”�����������������������������������������������������������������������������), agrees with Polish researchers that the argument is one of the most impor-
tant means of influencing believers [Матушек, 2010, p. 73].

Speech influence on recipients and the interaction of communicants were achieved through 
various methods and means, including epistemic, evidentiality, neologization, deixis, and others, 
which we have already examined in previous publications. Precisely, the emphasis is placed on per-
suasiveness for the historical analysis of discourse and modus as a discursive category, the epistemic 
modus of the author/reader in early modern discursive practices, and the identification of explicators 
of epistemic modality (knowing, understanding) aimed at achieving contact-establishing and persua-
sive functions in preaching discursive practice.

We note that the discursive combination of proper names reveals new aspects of the study 
of discursive epistemic transformations and conceptualism, which, along with other methods and 
means, ensure persuasiveness.
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In the 17th century, preaching discursive practice was widespread, novel, syncretic, and multicul-
tural, significantly characterized by creation (rather than reproduction) due to the sociocultural and 
religious challenges of the time. To persuade recipients, authors used proper names to create tempo-
ral, cultural, and geographical heterogeneity, presenting religious issues with examples from human 
earthly life aimed at persuasion and forming attitudes consistent with Christian morality. This discur-
sive practice demonstrates reinforcement in faith (cognition – faith) and appeals to other cognitions 
(beliefs, partially – knowledge) inherent in other discursive practices, which provides grounds for in-
terpreting discursive epistemic transformations.

A. Radyvylovskyi employs the form of the constellation ХамєлїѠпардалисъ (Kh�����������ameloparda-
lis) to draw parallels with the deception of earthly life. He details the characteristics and name of 
the constellation, relating it to various vices that may befall a believer: Власнє якъ Ѡнаѧ химєра, 
ХамєлїѠпардалисъ названаѧ, шiєю показуєт(ъ) конѧ, ногами и голєнѧми вола, гoловою вє(л)
блюда, шє(р)стю тиґриса, албо дикого вєпра; такъ свѣтъ сєй Ѡблудный чєловѣка то в(ъ) 
роспусты ко(н)скїє, то в(ъ) Ѡбжирс(тв)а воловыє, то в(ъ) лєни(в)ство вє(л)блюжєє, то в(ъ) 
сроґо(ст) и запа(л)чиво(ст) тиґрисовую в(ъ)правуєт(ъ) (������������������������������������������lit���������������������������������������.�������������������������������������� Just as a chimera, called Camelopard-
alis, shows a horse’s neck, the legs and calves of an ox, the head of a camel, the coat of a tiger or a wild 
boar, so does this world lead a deceived person into horse-like debauchery, ox-like gluttony, camel-
like laziness, and tiger-like severity and fierceness) [Ніка, Олешко, 2019, p. 187].

As known, the constellation Camelopardalis gained scientific recognition in 1624 through the 
publication by Jakob Bartsch. However, it had been known since 1598 when Petrus Plancius proposed 
defining the constellation as ����������������������������������������������������������������������“���������������������������������������������������������������������Giraffe��������������������������������������������������������������”������������������������������������������������������������� (Gyraffa Camelopardalis) [Nockolds, 2007]. In Plancius’ com-
ments, the astronomer and theologian referred to the camel on which, according to the Book of Gen-
esis, Rebekah arrived in Canaan to become Isaac’s wife.

The discovery of the new constellation was known to the Ukrainian preacher, who incorporat-
ed the figurative interpretation of contemporary astronomical innovation into the religious institu-
tional discourse.

Conceptism was common in Latin and Polish preaching, texts with which Ukrainian authors 
were familiar. The theory of rhetoric and homiletics was known from the courses at the Kyiv-Mohy-
la Academy, including the treatise by J. Galiatovskyi, “Наука, альбо способ зложення казання” (lit. 
“Science, or the Method of Composing a Sermon”) [Ґалятовський, 1665].

In preaching interpretation, establishing the similarity of opposites, ������������������������“�����������������������combining the uncombin-
able”, reveals the deep essence of characteristics and influences recipients. Imagery aims to surprise, 
be memorable, persuade, and create interaction. For example, ‘The soul of Mary/Mary through her 
virtues is a precious stone in heaven that adorns God’s majesty’: <…> дивный камє(н), д᷉шу мовлю 
Прєблг(с)вєннои Д᷉вы М᷉рїй видѣли; алє жєбы оный до скарбници нб(с᷉)ной занєсли. Дорогій ка-
мєнь М᷉рїѧ, ґды тєпєръ ю(ж) аж(ъ) на Ѡздобу самого маєстату Б᷉жєго взѧты(м) бываєт(ъ), 
и на(д) всѣ нб᷉са, нє бєз(ъ) вєликогѠ всѣхъ ст᷉ыхъ задивєн(ь)ѧ по(д)носит(ъ)сѧ (lit. <…> a����� ����won-
drous������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������ �����������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������stone������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������, ����������������������������������������������������������������������������������������I��������������������������������������������������������������������������������������� ��������������������������������������������������������������������������������������mean���������������������������������������������������������������������������������� ���������������������������������������������������������������������������������the������������������������������������������������������������������������������ �����������������������������������������������������������������������������soul������������������������������������������������������������������������� ������������������������������������������������������������������������of���������������������������������������������������������������������� ���������������������������������������������������������������������the������������������������������������������������������������������ �����������������������������������������������������������������Most������������������������������������������������������������� ������������������������������������������������������������Blessed����������������������������������������������������� ����������������������������������������������������Virgin���������������������������������������������� ���������������������������������������������Mary�����������������������������������������, ���������������������������������������so������������������������������������� ������������������������������������that�������������������������������� �������������������������������it����������������������������� ����������������������������may������������������������� ������������������������be���������������������� ���������������������brought�������������� �������������to����������� ����������the������� ������treas-
ury���������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������� ���������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������of������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������� ������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������heaven������������������������������������������������������������������������������������. ����������������������������������������������������������������������������������The precious stone Mary, now taken to adorn God’s majesty, and above all the heav-
ens, is not lifted without great amazement of all the saints) [Ніка, Олешко, 2019, p. 90]. The author 
emphasizes the choice/creation of imagery using the parenthetical мовлю (lit. �����������������������“����������������������I mean����������������”���������������), which expli-
cates the subjective choice and actualizes deixis.

The Multidimensionality of Proper Names in Early Modern Preaching Practice 
The spectrum of proper names in the early modern period was actively enriched through 

reading, translation, and knowledge of European texts, which became sources of familiar images and 
parallels and the creation of new images. Given the multidimensionality of Baroque, proper names 
created a semantic and figurative polyphony through the use of various cultural layers.

In early modern preaching practice, different groups and subgroups of proper names are 
utilized – theonyms, biblical anthroponyms, hagionyms, mythonyms, names of ancient philosophers, 
historians, poets, notable figures of world history, and astronyms. Their positioning as religious or 
secular proper names is indifferent, as they are implemented into the textual environment and co-
create the semantic space of the sermon.

A discursive analysis of proper names valorizes the presence of specific groups (mythonyms, 
astronyms, etc.) in early modern preaching practice and predominantly discursive combinations:
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– biblical anthroponyms and mythonyms;
– theonyms, names of Christian and pagan deities;
– figurative reinterpretation of astronomical knowledge (names of stars and constellations);
– hagionyms (names of Rus saints) with biblical anthroponyms, names of ancient philosophers, 

historians, poets, and notable figures of world history.
In the interpretive part, the author combines ancient proper names with biblical ones to thor-

oughly and convincingly prove the sermon’s theme. Heterogeneity promotes a new combination of 
biblical anthroponyms (specifically from the Old Testament – Голіаф (lit. Goliath), Самсон (lit. Sam-
son)) and the mythonym Геркулес (lit. Hercules), which the author uses in the plural form to ex-
plain Christian concepts and create an impact on readers: Тут(ъ) жє оуважмо, кто збурилъ Iєр(с᷉)
лимъ? кто муры и дѠмы в(ъ) нєм(ъ) сплюндрова(л)? чи кто з(ъ) силны(х) СамсонѠ(в), чи кто 
з(ъ) страшныхъ Голїадовъ? чи кто з(ъ) Ѡ(т)важных(ъ) ГєркулєсѠвъ? Нѣтъ (lit. Let us consider, 
who disturbed Jerusalem? Who plundered its walls and houses? Was it one of the strong Samsons, or 
one of the dreadful Goliaths, or one of the brave Hercules? No) [Ніка, Олешко, 2019, p. 202]. Various 
proper names are strung together in rhetorical questions, selecting a precedent proper name (bibli-
cal anthroponym, mythonym) with attributes of сильний (lit. strong), відважний (lit. brave), страш-
ний (lit. dreadful) (contextually). The persuasive effect is enhanced by the use of dialogization, where 
the assertion about physical strength, represented by precedent names, can be negated (the answer 
being ні (Нѣтъ), thereby deepening the secular-religious opposition and concluding with a religious 
resolution.

In the discursive practice of the sermon, the preacher compares a theonym with mythonyms: 
такъ Хс᷉ поступилъ з(ъ) смертю, якъ Геркулесъ з(ъ) Какусомъ (lit. thus Christ dealt with death, as 
Hercules with Cacus)�������������������������������������������������������������������������������� [Ґалятовський, 1659, p.�������������������������������������������������������� �������������������������������������������������������68v]. Based on specific characteristics, the author es-
tablishes the choice of similar situations, in his opinion, by comparing them. The comparison of theo-
nyms and mythonyms introduces a new sequence of names in the early modern preaching practice.

Theonyms, the names of pagan deities, are rarely used in early modern sermons. A. Radyvylovs-
kyi mentions the name of Перуна (lit. Perun), the God of thunder and lightning, without specifying 
the source from which he cites the example in his narration. In the sermon, he conveys the proper-
ties of Perun and the signs associated with the location where treasures are hidden: Пишєтъ єдинъ 
з(ъ) историкѠвъ, ижъ на границѣ Ґалицїєй провѣнцїи Гишпанскои, ґды Пєрунъ оударит(ъ), 
скарбъ з(ъ) собою вєликїй приноситъ, тымъ способом(ъ): ґды впадєт(ъ) в(ъ) зємлю, рыючисѧ 
зємлєю Ѡ(т)вєрзаєт(ъ) злато, котороє сѧ на ономъ знайдуєтъ мѣсцu. Людє тєды которыє 
Ѡ томъ вѣдаютъ, з(ъ) вєликою Ѡхотою чєкаю(т) ПєрунѠвъ, и за оударєн(ъ)єм(ъ) Пєруна 
прибѣгают(ъ), и злато Ѡбфитоє з(ъ) зємли збирают(ъ). которыи за(с) Ѡ то(м) нє вѣдают(ъ), 
боѧтсѧ барзо Пєруна, и прє(д) ни(м) далєко оутѣкаю(т). И mо жъ єстъ всѧкоє оутрапiєн(ъ)є 
на томъ свѣтѣ єсли нє Пєрунъ? бо якѠ Пєрунъ страшный єстъ людє(м), так(ъ) и оутрапiєн(ъ)
є (lit. One of the historians writes that on the border of Galicia in the province of Spain, when Perun 
strikes, he brings a great treasure with him: when he falls to the ground, digging into the earth, he re-
veals the gold found in that place. The people who know about this eagerly await Perun’s strike, and 
after the strike, they gather the abundant gold from the ground – those who do not know about this 
fear Perun considerably and flee far from him. Moreover, is not all earthly trouble like Perun? Just as 
Perun is terrible to people, so is trouble) [Ніка, Олешко, 2019, pp. 191–192].

To create Baroque conceptualism, the preacher contextually compares some attributes of Perun 
the Thunderer with those of the Lord God: якѠ Пєрунъ з(ъ) нб᷉а᷉ спадаєт(ъ), такъ и оутрапієн(ъ)є 
самъ Г(с᷉)дь Бг᷉ъ пущаєт(ъ) (lit. Just as Perun descends from the sky, so does the Lord God send trou-
ble) ��������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������[Ніка, Олешко, 2019, p.��������������������������������������������������������������������� ��������������������������������������������������������������������192]. Perun might be perceived as the proper name of ���������������«��������������the other/for-
eigner�����������������������������������������������������������������������������������������»����������������������������������������������������������������������������������������, whereas A. Radyvylovskyi, who was long a deputy and preacher at the Kyiv-Pechersk Mon-
astery, proposes comparing some situations by their similarities and verbalizes an unusual compari-
son with the theonym Lord God.

Astronyms related to scientific knowledge are de-terminologized and acquire figurative inter-
pretation in the early modern author’s preaching activity. Symbolically, J. Galiatovskyi describes the 
12 stars on the crown of the Virgin Mary using astronomical commentary. The names of these stars 
(astronyms) are: Феофорусъ Theophorus, Гєспєрусъ Hesperus, Арктосъ (lit. Arctos), ОрыѠнъ (lit. 
Orion), Офсухусъ (lit. Opsuchus), Нодусъ (lit. Nodus), Цєлєстїсъ (lit. Celestis), Комета (lit. Comet), 
Спѣка (lit. Spica), Лѣра (lit. Lyra), Алматєа (lit. Almathea), КассїѠпєа (lit. Cassiopeia), Андромєдє 
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(lit. Andromeda) [Ґалятовський, 1659]. For each of these names, the author explains the etymology, 
which he figuratively interprets, comparing it to the virtues of the Virgin Mary. The author’s choice 
was driven by the desire to present specific scientific knowledge from astronomy as a source for cre-
ating new images, engaging readers with associations of astronyms with mythonyms.

Secondary meanings characterize the encyclopedic knowledge of the author and rhetorical skill 
in establishing new analogies that unusually combine different temporal, geographical, and cultural 
planes, mythological and real, religious and secular.

Regarding the borrowing of proper names, questions of their adaptation become relevant (for-
eign quotes, adoption through intermediary languages, reflective borrowings). These techniques 
characterize how the author processed borrowings through their attestation in ancient texts and dis-
courses.

Methods of Rendering Borrowed Proper Names in Discursive Practice
The methods of rendering borrowed proper names in discursive practice reveal the citation of 

sources in various languages or reproduction from memory. Proper names are used both within quo-
tations and outside of them as evidence of the author’s erudition and familiarity with a wide range 
of sources, which he incorporates into his text. We pay attention to partially adapted proper names, 
which can indicate whether the author worked with originals or translations.

Borrowed proper names were rendered in Cyrillic but with the retention of characteristics typi-
cal of Latin or Polish languages. Among the borrowed names, we note the anthroponyms, the names 
of famous ancient philosophers: Аристотеле(с) (Ancient Greek Ἀριστοτέλης), Дїωґенесъ (Ancient 
Greek Διογένης), Софоклесъ (Ancient Greek Σοφοκλῆς). It is known that in the translation of Greek 
names into Latin, -es was preserved (Ancient Greek Ἀριστοτέλης, Latin Aristotélēs). However, from 
the spelling Плѧто (Latin Plato), it can be concluded that the author used a Latin text as an inter-
mediary. The names of ancient Greek and Roman gods were partially rendered according to Lat-
in and Polish sources: Аполліо (Latin Apollo); Мєркурїушъ (Latin Mercurius, Polish Mercuriuš). In 
J. Galiatovskyi, the proper name of the Roman orator Marcus Tullius Cicero is rendered as Туллѣу(ш), 
corresponding to Polish Marek Tulliusz Cyceron. Ukrainian preachers of the 17th century conveyed the 
softness [лʹ], characteristic of Polish (and German) languages: Плютархъ.

Different traditions of rendering proper names in preaching discursive practice led to orthograph-
ic-phonetic variations such as т – θ, з – с: Атєнскою, до Аθєнъ ишли на филозофїю  (lit. To Athens, 
they went to study philosophy) [Ніка, Олешко, 2019, pp. 39, 115], for comparison: Greek Αθήνα.

Inaccurate Rendering of Proper Names 
Among these are biblical anthroponyms from the Old Testament, which are inaccurately writ-

ten: Валтисар (instead of Валтасар), Навходоносор (instead of Навуходоносор), Наузардан (in-
stead of Навузардан), Голїадов (plural form of Голіаф). This can be explained in several ways: the 
biblical anthroponym Валтисар is used in the manuscript of a military sermon that was not printed. 
The spellings Навходоносор and Наузардан are due to the phonological reduction of -ву- to в and its 
positional pronunciation as [ў] in the Ukrainian language.

In this discursive practice, the name of the constellation (chimera) ХамєлїѠпардалисъ is sym-
bolically interpreted, with its Latin equivalent being Camelopardalis. In rendering the final part of the 
proper name, the author modifies the initial letter and retains the softness [лʼ], likely influenced by 
Polish language mediation.

The inaccurate rendering of proper names could have been caused by various factors influenc-
ing the speaker’s choice: reproducing the proper name from memory, adapting the spelling according 
to Ukrainian orthoepy, and preserving the phonetic-orthographic features of the source language text.

Discourse and Ideology: The Imagery of Hagionyms Denoting Rus Saints
The imagery of proper names aligns with the requirements of early modern Ukrainian prac-

tice and serves to construct information about Rus saints. A special place in this discursive practice is 
held by sermons in honor of Rus saints (Volodymyr, Theodosius, and Anthony of Pechersk, Borys, and 
Hlib). The analyzed sermons also mention Monk Ioan the Much-Suffering, Princes Oleh, Yaropolk, Svi-
atopolk, and others. Notably, 5 out of the 23 analyzed sermons are dedicated to Saints Volodymyr, 
Theodosius, Anthony of Pechersk, and Borys and Hlib.
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In the frequency dictionary of proper names, based on Ukrainian sermons from the 17th centu-
ry and compiled using linguistic-statistical calculations, the frequency of the subgroup “Hagionyms. 
Names of Rus Saints�����������������������������������������������������������������������������”���������������������������������������������������������������������������� amounts to 134 usages, determined from a total of 51,821 words [Nika, Hryt-
syna, 2022]. We provide several comparisons to understand the proportion of this subgroup of prop-
er names compared to others. For example, the most representative group among the 24 identified 
groups and subgroups is “Theonyms. Christian Theonyms” – 1265 occurrences, while “Hagionyms. 
Names of Saints and Martyrs. Names of Christian Theologians and Church Fathers” – 219 occurrences 
[Nika, Hrytsyna, 2022]. Nevertheless, “Hagionyms. Names of Rus Saints” constitute more than half of 
the usages within the subgroup �����������������������������������������������������������������“����������������������������������������������������������������Hagionyms. Names of Saints and Martyrs. Names of Christian Theo-
logians and Church Fathers”.

The Rus saints and the center of faith in Kyiv became an essential element of the spiritual histo-
ry of Rus, reflecting the continuity of faith and its significance for early modern society. The cult of Rus 
saints, characteristic of the Kyiv school of oratory and preaching, held an essential sociocultural status 
for Rus and reflected the ��������������������������������������������������������������������������“‘������������������������������������������������������������������������canon�������������������������������������������������������������������’������������������������������������������������������������������ that can be called the canon of the Kyiv Metropolis and the Pech-
ersk Monastery������������������������������������������������������������������������������������”����������������������������������������������������������������������������������� [Броджі, 2022, p. 331]. ����������������������������������������������������������“���������������������������������������������������������During a period when it seemed that the dreadful two dec-
ades of the ���������������������������������������������������������������������������������������‘��������������������������������������������������������������������������������������Ruins���������������������������������������������������������������������������������’�������������������������������������������������������������������������������� were coming to an end, the search for a tough balance between the political de-
pendence of the Hetmanate on Russia and the ecclesiastical autonomy of the Lavra and the metropo-
lis (including the protection of its very stavropegia) was timely” [Броджі, 2022, p. 333].

The glorification of Rus saints in sermons involved a broader context of imagery, including the 
juxtaposition and comparison of hagionyms with precedent names, the sources of which were the 
Holy Scriptures or the famous “Alexander Romance”. Conceptism legitimizes the author’s creation/
use of secondary meanings through the juxtaposition and comparison of precedent names: St. Volo-
dymyr with the biblical King David, the secular ruler Alexander the Great, and St. Theodosius of Pech-
ersk with the Old Testament Noah.

Emphasizing the significance of St. Volodymyr for Rus, A. Radyvylovskyi highlights his unwaver-
ing faith by comparing him to the biblical King David. For this comparison, the author selects well-
known names that extend beyond Rus’ history. These precedent names combine meanings of ‘godly’ 
and ‘steadfast in faith’, thus glorifying the named virtues: єдинаго Владимїра яко втораго Дв(д᷉)а 
избралъ (lit. single Volodymyr as the second David) [Ніка, Олешко, 2019, p. 41].

Astionyms Херсон (lit. Cherson) and Київ (lit. Kyiv) and the hydronym Почайна (lit. Pochaina), 
associated with baptism, serve as deictic actualizers in the sermon and represent the continuity of 
faith and Kyiv Christianity. The image of the Kyiv-Pechersk Monastery as the ornament and Head of 
all our Ruthenian land serves as a reminder of one of the first monasteries in Kyivan Rus and the Rus 
saints, which preachers extend to the sociocultural situation of the second half of the 17th century.

The spiritual dimensions of St. Volodymyr are also valorized in comparison with the most in-
fluential emperor of the Roman Empire, Alexander the Great, whose life and campaigns are de-
scribed in the translations of the «Alexander Romance»: якоє щаст(ь)є былѠ поткалѠ Алєѯандра 
ВєликогѠв(ъ) Всходных(ъ) краѧ(х), такоє по(т)кало щаст(ъ)є Владимїра ст᷉го в(ъ) тыхъ жє 
ВсхѠдны(х) краѧх(ъ) в(ъ) Константїнополю (lit. the fortune that met Alexander the Great in 
the Eastern lands, the same fortune met St. Volodymyr in those same Eastern lands in Constantino-
ple�������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������) �����������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������[Ніка, Олешко, 2019, p. 46]. In comparing Volodymyr with Alexander the Great, the spiritual as-
pect predominates, making the Rus saint significant as an exemplar of Christian values.

A. Radyvylovskyi compared St. Theodosius of Pechersk to the Old Testament Noah in terms of 
righteousness and spiritual salvation: Прп(д᷉)бный оц᷉ъ наш(ъ) ФєѠдосїй Пєчєрскї(й), якѠ вторы(й) 
НѠє обрѣтєсѧ съвєршє(н) и правєдє(н)  (lit. Our venerable father Theodosius of Pechersk, like a 
second Noah, was found perfect and righteous���������������������������������������������������� ) �������������������������������������������������� [Ніка, Олешко, 2019, p. 20]. In the preaching dis-
course, Ноїв ковчег порятунку (lit. Noah’s Ark of salvation) is developed into an analogy in which 
the author symbolically interprets the Kyiv-Pechersk Lavra as an ark: НѠє нашъ россійскїй ФєѠдосїє 
ст᷉ый, якѠ sвѣрѧта и птици з(ъ) вєликою Ѡхотою горнулисѧ до КѠвчєгу ѠнагѠ стародав-
наго НѠѧ, бы мѠгли заховаными быти Ѡ(т) потопу, такъ до твоєго Ковчєгу, Ѡбитєли мов-
лю ст᷉о(й) Пєчє(р)ско(й) (lit. Our Ruthenian Noah, St. Theodosius, just as animals and birds eagerly 
flocked to the ancient Noah’s Ark to be saved from the flood, so do they flock to your Ark, the abode 
of Pechersk) [Ніка, Олешко, 2019, p. 20].

Precedent names that determine the structure and symbolism of the entire sermon are con-
veyed through comparison or metaphor. In this context, ФєѠдосїй Пєчєрскї(й) (lit. Theodosius of Pe-
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chersk) is attributed with the qualities of вторы(й) НѠє, Нашъ новый НѠє ФєодѠсїй стый, НѠє 
нашъ ФєѠдосїє ст᷉ый (lit. the second Noah, our new Noah St. Theodosius, our Noah St. Theodosius).

Secondary meanings arise in comparisons of proper names belonging to different cultural 
types, united by Baroque. To glorify St. Anthony of Pechersk, A. Radyvylovskyi creates an analogy, 
comparing him to an ancient poet: just as Sophocles can be called the Athenian bee for his poetic 
works, so Anthony of Pechersk can be called the Pechersk bee, the spiritual bee, for his deeds for 
heavenly glory: Ажє якѠ Софоклєсъ поєта длѧ солодкои своєи вымовы, названый є(ст) пчє-
лою Атєнскою; так(ъ) АнтѠнїй ст᷉ый Пєчєрскїй длѧ сладѠсти Ѡноѝ нб᷉снои славы, кото-
рую завшє мѣлъ въ ѧзыку  своєм(ъ), завшє Ѡ нєй мовлѧлъ и (оу)ч᷉никѠвъ своихъ научалъ, якъ 
мѣли прє(з) розмышлє(н)є уставичноє и б᷉г᷉омыслност(ь) Ѡнои нб᷉снои сладости заживати, 
назватисѧ можє(т) пчєлою Пєчє(р)скою (lit. Just as Sophocles, the poet, for his sweet speech, 
was called the Athenian bee, so St. Anthony of Pechersk, for the sweetness of the heavenly glory 
he always had on his tongue, always spoke of it and taught his disciples to enjoy the constant con-
templation and piety of the heavenly sweetness, can be called the Pechersk bee) [Ніка, Олешко, 
2019, p. 39].

The created imagery (comparison, metaphor) may pertain to a fragment of the sermon or 
the sermon. Once the analogy is established, the preacher builds the entire text on it, using various 
means of creating imagery through comparison (as in the previous example) and metaphor: О той 
Пчєлѣ Д᷉ховной Прєп(д᷉)бномъ Оц᷉ѣ нашємъ АнтѠнїю Пєчєрскомъ, и до которой з(ъ) пчєлъ єстъ 
подобєнъ, словѠ моє до ласкъ ваши(х) мѣти жєлаю (lit. About this Spiritual Bee, our Venerable 
Father Anthony of Pechersk, and which bee he resembles, I wish to speak with your kindness) [Ніка, 
Олешко, 2019, p. 31].

Various figurative means of glorifying the saint (мыслєн(н)аѧ нш᷉а пчєла, пчєла любима [lit. 
mental bee, beloved bee]) reveal his wisdom, diligence, and mentorship, represented by metaphors 
such as the мєдъ покоры ст᷉ои, воск любви, в(ъ) ул(ь)ю длѧ (оу)чєникѠвъ свѠихъ мєшкан(ъ)
ѧ: АнтѠнїй ст҃ый, ровнымъ способомъ кто сѧ з(ъ) насъ нє задивит(ъ), присмотруючисѧ з(ъ) 
якою прєм(д᷉)ростїю, з(ъ) якою бѣгло(ст)ю, з(ъ) якою працєю, мыслєн(н)аѧ нш᷉а пчєла, АнтѠнїй 
ст᷉ый, якѠ в(ъ) ул(ь)ю нѣѧком(ъ) в(ъ) ній поробилъ длѧ (оу)чєникѠвъ свѠихъ мєшкан(ъ)ѧ! якѠ 
в(ъ) ню мєдъ покоры ст᷉ои напущалъ, якѠ воско(м) любви Ѡкружалъ! (lit. honey of humility, the 
wax of love, in the hive for his disciples: St. Anthony, who can not marvel, seeing with what simplici-
ty, with what agility, with what labor, our mental bee, St. Anthony, made a hive for his disciples! How 
he filled it with the honey of humility, surrounded it with the wax of love!) [Ніка, Олешко, 2019, p. 
33]; якѠ пчєла любима є(ст) всѣмъ и славима Ѡ(т) всѣхъ, такъ прп(д᷉)бный оц᷉ъ н᷉шъ АнтѠнїй 
Пєчє(р)скїй былъ любимый всѣ(м) и слави(м) Ѡ(т) всѣ(х), вє(д)лу(г) сихъ сло(в): МнѠзи возлю-
биша єгѠ (lit. just as the beloved bee is loved and praised by all, so our venerable father Anthony of 
Pechersk�������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������� �������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������was���������������������������������������������������������������������������������������� ���������������������������������������������������������������������������������������loved���������������������������������������������������������������������������������� ���������������������������������������������������������������������������������by������������������������������������������������������������������������������� ������������������������������������������������������������������������������all��������������������������������������������������������������������������� ��������������������������������������������������������������������������and����������������������������������������������������������������������� ����������������������������������������������������������������������praised��������������������������������������������������������������� ��������������������������������������������������������������by������������������������������������������������������������ �����������������������������������������������������������all��������������������������������������������������������, ������������������������������������������������������according��������������������������������������������� ��������������������������������������������to������������������������������������������ �����������������������������������������these������������������������������������ �����������������������������������words������������������������������: ����������������������������Many������������������������ �����������������������loved������������������ �����������������him��������������) [Ніка, Олеш-
ко, 2019, p. 37].

The goal is to conceptually glorify the Rus saint and ensure his inclusion in the “system of 
praise” for the righteous: Мєжи цѣлєбниками цѣлєбник(ъ), мєжи исповѣдниками исповѣдникъ, 
мєжи дѣвствє(н)никами дѣвствєн(н)ик(ъ), мєжи мч᷉никами доброво(л)ный мч᷉никъ, мєжи 
(оу)ч᷉тлѧми прикла(д)ный (оу)ч᷉тль, мєжи пастырами добрый пастыръ, мєжи ієрєѧми ієрєv, 
нєзлобивъ, бєзсквєрнєнъ, Ѡ(т)лучєнъ Ѡ(т) грѣшникъ. мєжи прп(д᷉)бными прп(д᷉)бнъ въ всѣхъ 
дѣлєхъ своихъ  (����������������������������������������������������������������������������������lit�������������������������������������������������������������������������������. �����������������������������������������������������������������������������Among healers, a healer; among confessors, a confessor; among virgins, a vir-
gin; among martyrs, a voluntary martyr; among teachers, an exemplary teacher; among shepherds, a 
good shepherd; among priests, a priest, blameless, pure, separated from sinners; among the venera-
ble, venerable in all his deeds) [Ніка, Олешко, 2019, p. 16].

In these sermons, Rus saints were compared and contrasted with well-known biblical (Old 
Testament) or secular names to find similar attributes with biblical names (King David, Noah) or 
to demonstrate some similarity and, at the same time, internal difference (Alexander the Great). 
Symbols of salvation associated with precedent names (Noah’s Ark) were also reinterpreted in the 
figurative interpretation of the Lavra. The precedent comparisons of hagionyms denoting Rus saints 
and the figurative glorification of their spiritual virtues were ways of constructing information about 
Rus saints and Kyiv Christianity in the sociocultural conditions of the second half of the 17th century. 
They expressed not only the views of Ukrainian preachers as a social group but also consolidated 
society and influenced the consciousness of the Rus people.
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Conclusions 
Onomastic discourse analysis considers the interaction of discourse analysis and onomastics, in-

tegrating knowledge from history, cultural studies, literary criticism, poetics, and rhetoric, as well as 
linguistic data from etymology, historical stylistics, and the history of language to study early modern 
discursive practices. This discourse analysis reveals the selection and usage of proper names in vari-
ous discourse and discursive practices.

Onomastic analysis of discourse in early modern Ukraine identifies the features of text gener-
ation and the cognitive processes of the author, which determine the knowledge, reproduction of 
proper names from book sources or memory, and creation of imagery. This type of discourse analy-
sis is not limited to studying the imagery of a specific historical period. However, it can expand under-
standing of the author’s cognitive base and its reception by the audience, the adaptation of borrowed 
proper names and their inaccurate spellings, collectively reconstructing text generation features. Cre-
ation by analogy is realized in metaphor, metonymy, and comparison, which could define the imagery 
of the entire sermon or its part. The imagery of proper names conveyed axiological potential.

Baroque principles of conceptism and the high level of communicative interaction and influence 
in early modern preaching discursive practice concentrate various groups of proper names and create 
new combinations for interpreting sacred meanings by analogy with non-sacred ones and persuad-
ing believers. The preaching practice of this period acquires features of epistemic discursive trans-
formations, which, in the discourse of faith, explicate beliefs and partial knowledge, gaining symbol-
ic meaning in preaching activities. The author’s encyclopedic knowledge, the creation of new images, 
and persuasiveness accumulate in the sermon with multidimensional proper names that synthesize 
different cultural layers in the preacher’s actualized interpretation.

Based on the characteristic features of proper name spellings, it is determined that the authors of 
the sermons knew and used Latin and Polish sources for creating their �����������������������������“����������������������������words�����������������������”����������������������. The group represent-
ing ancient proper names – mythonyms and names of ancient philosophers, poets, and historians – 
proves to be representative, serving as a kind of “ancient discovery” in Baroque.

Some proper names known from the Old Testament are written inaccurately, which may character-
ize their reproduction from memory and adaptation to the Ukrainian pronunciation of the sermon authors.

Creating images by analogy defines Baroque syncretism, which combines theonyms and mythonyms, bib-
lical anthroponyms, and mythonyms. The Baroque author creates new imagery by juxtaposing theonyms denot-
ing Christian deities with pagan ones. These linguistic-cultural opposites are combined in the discursive space of 
the sermon, situationally comparing similar elements and interpreted according to the sermon’s theme.

New areas of knowledge and secondary meanings of astronyms become one of the resources of 
sermon imagery, enabling the combination of theonyms with astronyms: star names are reinterpret-
ed in comparison with the characteristics of theonyms, and constellation names and their forms are 
explicated concerning the sinfulness of the earthly world.

Sociocultural and ideological conditions actualize ������������������������������������������       “�����������������������������������������       words������������������������������������       ”�����������������������������������        in honor of Rus saints in Ukraini-
an preaching discourse. The special status of these hagionyms for 17th  century Ukrainian preach-
ers is characterized by comparisons of hagionyms with biblical anthroponyms, names of ancient phi-
losophers, poets, and world history figures. Institutional discourse and the guidelines of Ukrainian 
sermons valorize well-known and authoritative parallels from the Old Testament or ��������������“�������������Alexander Ro-
mance”, and the works of Sophocles in sermons honoring Rus saints. Given the metatextuality of the 
Baroque text, they created semantic and figurative polyphony by using different cultural layers in the 
perception of the sermon, influencing the consciousness of contemporary Rus people.

Further research prospects lie in the study of proper names in various discursive practices of 
early modern Ukraine, in comparing their history and changes during the early modern period, in 
studying Baroque imagery, and in reconstructing the author’s discursive activity. 
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The purpose of the article is to define the ���������������������������������������������������������specific character��������������������������������������� ��������������������������������������of �����������������������������������proper names ����������������������discursive implementa-
tion of Ukrainian proper names in the early modern period of the 17th century. The research task is to char-
acterize proper names as a resource of persuasiveness in the preaching discursive practice of the 17th cen-
tury; to determine the discursive polyplanarity of proper names in early modern Ukrainian sermons; to an-
alyze proper names in terms of text generation and cognitive processes of the speaker (knowledge, mem-
ory reproduction, analogy); to reveal the principles of combining proper names and creating images (met-
aphors, similes) in Ukrainian early modern practice; to establish the influence of ideology on the discourse 
and creation of the imagery of agionyms for the designation of the names of the Rus saints.

Research methods: discourse analysis (to characterize the process of text generation in the preach-
ing discursive practice of the 17th century, which is conditioned by historical sociocultural processes), ono-
mastic discourse analysis (based on the analysis of proper names in discourse) taking into account axiolog-
ical and ideological representations of discourses, contextual and interpretive analysis (two stages, contex-
tualization and interpretation, are covered), linguistic and cultural interpretation (to characterize baroque 
conceptism and determine secondary meanings in the preaching discursive practice).

Proper names are an active resource of text creation in the early modern sermon, which is analyzed 
in accordance with the traditional episteme and sociocultural conditions of the Ukrainian early modern 
of the second half of the 17th century, the requirements of institutional discourse, the type of discursive 
practice, and the author’s instructions. Baroque conceptism with the creation of new meanings contributed 
to the memorization and perception of the presentation, activation of attention, emotions of recipients, 
influence on the consciousness of Ruthenianas. The preaching practice of this period acquires certain signs 
of epistemic discursive transformations, which explain beliefs and partly knowledge that acquire symbolic 
meaning in the preaching activity to the discourse of faith. The encyclopedic nature of the author, the 
creation of new images, and persuasiveness accumulate in the preaching of multi-layered proper names 
that synthesize different cultural layers in the preacher’s updated interpretation.
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The onomastic discourse analysis not only studies the imagery of historical discourses, but also extrapolates 
the study of proper names to the peculiarities of ancient text generation and the cognitive processes of the 
speaker. Processing of information by the author is considered in the aspects of processing foreign language 
sources (analysis of methods of adaptation of borrowed proper names), reproduction of information from 
memory (inaccurate spelling of proper names), creation of analogies, images (metaphors, similes).

The creation of images by analogy determines baroque syncretism, which combines theonyms and 
mythonyms, biblical anthroponyms and mythonyms, Christian theonyms and pagan theonyms. New fields 
of knowledge and secondary meanings of astronomical names (names of constellations, stars) become one 
of the resources of the baroque imagery of the sermon, its axiological representation. Sociocultural and 
ideological conditions actualize sermons in honor of the Rus saints in the Ukrainian preaching discourse. 
The comparison of these agionyms with biblical anthroponyms (parallels from the Old Testament), names 
of ancient philosophers, poets (Sophocles), names of world history (Alexander the Great) is characterized.
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