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Abstract. The article defines the specifics of the non-classical paradigm of the philosophy of
language, in the problematic field of which the language is presented as a creative process
and a form of development of the spirit, spiritual creativity and acquisition the truth. Reveal-
ing the specifics of the non-classical stage of the philosophy of language, within the limits of
which the language is characterized as creative processuality, the author shows that the ener-
gy of the spirit, manifesting its spontaneity in the language, unattainable in its spontaneity,
makes the language alive.

It is shown that the philosophy of language as an independent science begins the countdown
with the works of W. von Humboldt, while at an earlier stage, language was the subject of
analysis in the context of general epistemological issues. The author analyzes the role of F.
de Saussure in the development of the philosophy of language, reveals the role of the linguis-
tic revolution in the transformation of the paradigm of the metaphysics of language. It is
shown that, starting from the linguistic turn, a new problematic is introduced into the philos-
ophy of language: an approach has been formed in the problem field of non-classical philos-
ophy, within which the language was given the status of an alternative to the Cartesian cogi-
to. It was the linguistic turn that was the stage of transition to the new problems of the
philosophy of language, which made the subject of study the contexts and premises of utter-
ances, objectified language structures, the polysemy and everyday functioning of the lan-
guage, the functions of the language (including political functions). A departure from the
epistemological and psychological component of research is associated with a linguistic turn,
interest in the meaning and meaning was formed, and the language itself was interpreted as
the ultimate ontological basis of thinking. Structuralism, hermeneutics, linguistic philosophy
turned to the study of language. As a result of the linguistic turn, philosophical problems ac-
quired a different orientation and began to search for philosophical problems through an ap-
peal to the ontology of linguistic phenomena.
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Annomayusn. B cratbe onpezensercs cnennprka HeKJIacCHIecKoro 3rana Guiocoduu si3bl-
Ka, B paMKaxX KOTOPOTO SI3bIK XapaKTepH30BaJICs KaK TBOPUECKHII mpouecc, GpopMa pa3BUTHS
YEJIOBEUECKOTr0 JyXa, CPEACTBO JyXOBHOTO TBOPUYECTBA M OMCKA UCTUHBI. ABTOP IMOKA3bIBA-
€T, 4TO JUCLHUIUTMHApHOE 00ocobmeHne dunocoduu si3bika Havaock ¢ padot B. ¢on I'ym-
OosbATa, TOrAA KakK JI0 3TOro (heHOMEH sI3bIKa MPEICTaBIsI COOO0W MpeaMET aHalnu3a B KOH-
TeKcTe OOIIeil OHTOJOrMYEeCKON IMepcreKTUBHI. [1oka3aHo, YTO MMEHHO JIMHTBUCTHYCCKHI
MOBOPOT MPE/CTABISIET CO0O0It 3Tam nepexosia K HOBOMY MPOOJIIEMHOMY MO0 B (HI0COGHH
S3bIKa, OMPEACIIIOMIEMY KOHTEKCTBI U IIOCBUIKH BBICKA3bIBaHMH, OOBEKTUBUPOBAHHBIC SI3bI-
KOBBIE€ CTPYKTYPbI, HCOZHO3HAYHOCTh U HOPMAJIbHOE (DYHKIIMOHUPOBAHHE SI3bIKA, SI3bIKOBBHIC
GbyHKIME (BKIOYAs nonutHdeckue GyHKIMY). B pesymsrate dunocopus s3pika nprodpena
WHYIO HaIlPaBJICHHOCTh U CTalla UCKaTh (uiocodckue nmpodiaemMsl dyepe3 oOpalieHue K OHTO-
JIOTHH SI3BIKOBBIX SIBJICHHUH.

Kniwouesvie cnosa: s3b1x, MUp, TMHIBUCTHICCKUH OBOPOT, TBOPYECKAs IIPOLECCYabHOCTD,
9HEPIUs JyXa, CIIOHTAHHOCTD SI3bIKA, Pa3iIM4Ke, O3HAYAIOLIEe, I3bIKOBAs MPEAMETHOCTD, Ma-
PamOKC A3BIKOBOU CTPYKTYPBI, OHTOJIOTHS S3bIKa
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The problematic field of the study of linguistic reality has a long history. Lan-
guage learning turned into the most important problem of philosophy, the theory of
culture and science. Language presents a subject of study of different sciences as
a dynamic semiotic system distinguished by rare complexity. Language performs
a number of important social functions, among which is the function of communi-
cative, expressive, cognitive, informational and translational nature. During various
periods of evolution, the philosophy of language presented the subject of a certain
set of problems related to the specific functional purpose of linguistic phenomena.
It is reflected in the specificity of the stage of development of the philosophy of
language, which followed the completion of the conceptual development of the
ideas of classical approach. This is a non-classical approach — the specificity of its
paradigm is reasoned by the fact that within this paradigm, a language understood
as creative process has become the subject of study.

In the research horizon of the non-classical approach, the problem of language
interpretation in the form of creative process as “the form of development of
human spirit”, as an “involuntary means” of thinking, a means of spiritual
creativity and finding the truth, as a mediator of the “spirit — the objective world ”,
thanks to language, the objective world obtains indirect form, being presented as
the content of the spirit, the language makes thinking about the objective world
possible” [1].

In this form, the problem is to explore language as a creative procedural
approach. It requires the formulation of a set of research tasks. Among them it is
necessary to formulate tasks, the totality of which will help reveal the specificity of
the creative nature of language process. Solving these problems, it becomes possi-
ble to show the energy of the spirit, which manifests itself spontaneously in the
language and makes language alive. This energy is spiritual force, unattainable in
its spontaneity.

Within the paradigm of the non-classical approach, the language is presented
as a creative procedurality, and not as a given reality.

In the XVIII century Johann Gottfried Herder was the author of the first ideas
of this kind — in his work “Study on the Origin of Language” (1772) he called
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human a linguistic being, and interpreted language as “a form of development of
human spirit”

Later in the non-classical philosophy of language, a problematic field which
focused on the study of a language as a sign system with intersubjective semantics
was formed. The non-classical paradigm of the philosophy of language was pre-
sented in the works of W. von Humboldt, who interpreted language as an “involun-
tary means” of thinking, a means of spiritual creativity and finding truth. The lan-
guage was constituted by the spirit; it was a kind of mediator in the system of
relations “spirit — the objective world” [1]. Due to a language, the objective world
took a mediated form, being presented as the content of the spirit, making it possi-
ble to think about the objective world. W. von Humboldt believed that the structure
of the language was the basis that determined the picture of the world and defined
the language as “an organ forming a thought” [Ibid.].

Starting with the works of W. von Humboldt, including his work “On the
Difference of the Structure of Human Languages and Its Influence on Spiritual De-
velopment of Humanity” (1830-1835), the researchers who studied the philosophi-
cal problems of language tried to look at a language as a conductor between the
world and speaking subject. W. von Humboldt defined language as an instrument
of thought. The author of the article draws attention to the fundamental difference
between this formulation and the translation of the thesis of W. von Humboldt,
proposed by Alexander Potebnja — “language is an organ that forms a thought”.
It is reflected in this thesis that language is an instrument of thought (in the Hum-
boldt variant, it sounds like “Die Spracheistdasbildende Organdesgedanken™) that
the thought has an instrument, this instrument is language, word, speech, — “das
bildende Organ”, is the organ that forms the world [2].

The interpretation of this thesis by W. von Humboldt is given in lectures of
V.V. Bibikhin. “A thought,” says V.V. Bibikhin — deals with the world. Language
is located between a thought and the world. At the same time, forming the world, a
thought, according to Humboldt, is formed itself. Is it possible that the active prin-
ciple is formed itself? How could a thought have an organ that only gives it a struc-
ture, especially since as long as there is no worldview, no mindset? Humboldt does
not leave these limits. His thought oscillates between the two extremes, turning
back from one to another. When language appears to him only as an instrument of
thought, he rushes to recall that this is an exceptional instrument that influences
thought. When language is seen by him as the force that determines thought, Hum-
boldt insists that pure thought is free, especially since it is free from dependence on
dead forms of language, as soon as the spiritual element can be free. The language
here opens its incomprehensible scope, and then it is identified with vocabulary
and grammar. Its paradox is accentuated, but it is not clarified” [3].

In the above-mentioned work of W. von Humboldt, the term “Offenbarung” is
used, translated as “frankly”, the revelation of spirit. The energy of spirit, which
manifests itself spontaneously in a language, makes the language alive, and at the
same time this energy of spirit is that spiritual force that in its essence does not al-
low completely penetrating into it and is unattainable in its spontaneity.

It is W. von Humboldt that can be recognized as the creator of the philosophy
of language, who had a large-scale influence on the evolution of the ideas of lin-
guistics of the XIX—XX centuries. In fact, in the works of W. von Humboldt devot-
ed to language, the ideas of the philosophy of language and culture are organically
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connected with the ideas of comparative linguistics. This symbiosis is characteris-
tic of such works of the researcher as “On the comparative study of languages...”,
“On the difference in the structure of human languages.” He clearly manifests him-
self in the introduction to the work “On the Kawi language on the island of Java”.
According to W. von Humboldt a subject of analysis defining language is present-
ed by creative procedurality, looking at language not as at something created
(ergon), but as at the activity of spirit (energy), an “involuntary remedy” by which
truth is acquired.

The ideas of the philosophy of language originated from the ideas of
W. von Humboldt, and later they formed the basis of psycholinguistics. Among
these ideas there are the ideas of H. Steinthal (language is the “instinctive self-
consciousness of people”), the idea of J. Baudouin de Courtenay (the actual lan-
guage exists only psychologically), and finally, the ideas of the young neogram-
marians (“the language really exists only in an individual”, the plurality of lan-
guages is determined by the plurality of individuals).

In literature, the point of view is accepted, in accordance with which the phi-
losophy of language as an independent science started from the works of W. von
Humboldt, while in classical philosophy the language became the subject of analy-
sis in the context of a general gnosiological perspective.

In the middle of the XIX century the theory of language on the basis of the
metaphysics of language of W. von Humboldt included a number of areas of analy-
sis, including psychologism, which focused on apperception phenomena; historical
study of the language focused on the attempt to find a proto-language basis, the
simplest beginning of a language. And then, when it became obvious that the lan-
guages of previous epochs were not so simple, structural linguistics appears, reject-
ing previously formed approaches — psychological, historical, and philosophical.
Structuralists indicated that language was a structure, and in this regard a number
of questions were formed.

What is a language structure, a reality structure? What is a word as the sim-
plest structure? R. Robins in “The History of Linguistics” called F. de Saussure as
“...The key figure in the historical turn from the XIX to the XX century...” in the
philosophy of the language [4]. In “The Course of General Linguistics”, the work
of the beginning of XX century, which was published for the first time three years
after the death of F. de Saussure, in 1916, the attention was drawn to the following
conclusions, which constituted the philosophical background of the author’s argu-
ments. Philosophical reasoning of F. de Saussure was the statement about the di-
chotomous nature of the “language-speech” relation, the statement about a sign as
the unity of the signified and signifying, the statement about the need for such sec-
tions of language analysis as synchronous and diachronic [Ibid.].

The narrow-linguistic interpretation of a language with the concept of
F. de Saussure was replaced by (in this concept in the new interpretation the terms
“language”, “distinction”, “signifying” were given, which were further developed
in poststructuralism) the attempt to formulate the fundamental principles of a lan-
guage that defined late development of structural linguistics and due to this — the
formation of the structuralism paradigm of the humanities of the XIX century. The
basic principle of a language according to F. de Saussure [4] was the principle of
difference (distinguishing one element (sound, concept) from another element and
representing the “positive” content of a language).
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In postmodernism, the following interpretation of the ideas of F. de Saussure
was given: the distinction that existed between elements of the sign system
provided the process of functioning of this system; the meaning of a sign was
reasoned by its relations with other signs, a sign had no external language meaning;
the connection between the various components of a sign and the conceptual
component of a sign was arbitrary, this connection did not have the property
of absoluteness, only in this way the interpretation of the ‘“signified” and
“signifier” could be interpreted. Formulating the opposition “language-speech”,
F. de Saussure wrote about the following blocks of language objectivity: the signs
system of language; speech by which language functions; language proficiency;
finally, speech, due to which the ability to master a language and knowledge of a
language could be realized. The components of the language-speech opposition
expressed themselves in the following terms: while the language used in
communication processes manifested itself in a certain set of rules, speech was the
embodiment of language; this was realized by phonation, by using the rules, finally
through sign combinations [5].

Later, U. Eco in “The Missing Structure” wrote about the paradox of language
structure: it was a model formed through a series of simplifying operations; it was
these operations that lead to the uniformity of various types of phenomena [6].
What, however, was behind this structure? What acted as a primary, correlated
with the previously designated linguistic structure? Answering these questions,
U. Eco in “The Missing Structure” introduced the concept of “source space™: “The
source space was where being, while lurking, manifested itself, specifying into
structured events, but escaping from any structuring of it. A structure as something
objective and stable ... exploded ... and that which was no longer structural became
decisive” [Ibid.].

The structure “opened ... only through its progressive absence ... Under any
structure there was still a structure ... more absent, if it was permissible to express
it this way (and so it was permissible to express it). Then the natural conclusion of
any ontologically consistent structural research would be the death of the idea of
structure. And any search for constants, conceived as structural, if they managed to
remain structural, would be a failed search, a pseudograph” [Ibid.]. U. Eco consi-
dered the ontological fallacy when the analyst came to the conclusion that the stock
of possible non-identity had been exhausted [Ibid.].

Why the work of U. Eco is called “The Missing Structure”? According to the
author, this happened because the language “slipped away” from linguistics, re-
entered the problematic field of such sciences as ethnography, logic, psychology.
V.V. Bibikhin wrote about the reasons for this turn from linguistics. This turn hap-
pened at the moment when linguistics decided to take a bold step — decided to con-
sider language as an object. However, the whole being of a language is in looking
away from it to the things pointed out by its indicators and to the world that mani-
fested itself in the very presence of a language. Both his vocabulary and grammar
belong to the things highlighted by him. The same language even points out to
pointing. And where is it? It is left behind the world” [Ibid.].

With the emergence of the philosophy of language, the term “linguistic turn”
arises, by means of which the events of the first decades of the XX century are
recorded. During this very period the language revolution takes place. While clas-
sical philosophy uses the approach in which the mind has the status of an initial
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link in philosophy, non-classical philosophy has formed its own approach. In its
problematic horizon, the metaphysics of consciousness were criticized, while a
language was given the status of an alternative to the Cartesian cogito. If we try to
reveal the transformation of the problems associated with the linguistic turn, it can
be argued that this turn is associated with a departure from the epistemological and
psychological component of research; due attention is paid to such blocks as sense
and meaning, the language itself has been declared the ultimate ontological basis of
thinking.

The classic basis of the linguistic turn was a series of works, including the
“Logical and Philosophical Treatise” by L. Wittgenstein, “The Logical Studies” by
E. Husserl, the works on the fundamental ontology by M. Heidegger, the works of
W. Sellars and W. van O. Quine. The linguistic turn was not a single phenomenon.
In the initial stages, the linguistic turn occurred within the syntactic-semantic
paradigm; a linguistic turn during this period was characterized by a departure
from the analysis of pragmatic sections of linguistic significance and all that
concerned the practical application of language. The representative function of the
language was absolutized (and this came from logical positivism). In general, the
initial stage resembled the ideas of the New Time, which offered versions of lan-
guage improvement.

The period linguistic turn, chronologically dated from 1940 to 1950, formed
a research interest towards other problems. Among the latter are contexts and
prerequisites of statements, objectified language structures, polysemy of a lan-
guage, ordinary functioning of a language, and various functions of a language
(including political functions). During this period, structuralism, linguistic philoso-
phy, and hermeneutics were turned to the study of language. W. Sellars and
W. van O. Quine proposed a pragmatic concept of meaning, which compared such
functions of a language as the communicative and the representation function,
which was declared to be a derivative of the communicative one.

In the non-classical tradition of language research, a new set of problems was
formed. Thus if in the classical philosophy of language such issues as general gno-
siological and methodological prevail, the non-classical tradition is focused on a
different version of the study — within this version the issues related to the ontology
of linguistic phenomena begin to be studied. The linguistic turn took place. Due to
this turn, philosophical problems found a different direction; more and more often
there are attempts to seek a solution to philosophical problems, addressing the
sphere of linguistic phenomena.

In the 30s — 60s of the XX century in Great Britain and the United States, a
range of problems was formed, which was attributed to as a branch of analytical
philosophy by the theorists of linguistic philosophy. Among the designated theo-
rists it is necessary to note J.E. Moore, the founder of Anglo-American neo-
realism, who proposed his own method of philosophical study of natural lan-
guages; during this period, the theory of linguistic meaning “as usage”, created by
L. Wittgenstein, became the subject of fierce discussions. L. Wittgenstein quite
rightly can be attributed to the founders of analytical philosophy, including both of
its stages, the logical and the proper linguistic [7].

L. Wittgenstein was one of the first who formulated a hypothesis about the
meaninglessness of the sentences of traditional metaphysics; he attempted to offer
a precise description of a reality, using a certain method of created language;
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L. Wittgenstein referred to the rules of logic in order to form the limit of expres-
sion of thought with their help in language. The second stage of L. Wittgenstein's
philosophy, linguistic one, is connected with the idea of a “language game” [8].

According to L. Wittgenstein through language games, it is possible to elimi-
nate the traps of a natural language, carrying out what can be called the “therapy”
of language errors and fallacies. Language games allow transforming incompre-
hensible sentences, making them clear and understandable; by means of language
games as a model or constitution of a text, the semantic use of words becomes def-
inite, and a consistent context of this use is provided. A language game as a model
characterizes arbitrariness and at the same time rigor, the construction of a text
provides a way to read a text.

Theorists of analytical philosophy turned to the study of the causes of philo-
sophical fallacies, and saw these reasons in “logic”, in “deep grammar” of a lan-
guage, capable to create paradoxical linguistic forms (such is the expression of
J.E. Moore: “It rains, but I do not believe it.”). L. Wittgenstein proposed a method
using which it became possible to eliminate the indicated fallacies [7]. This method
was the inclusion of words in the context of language communication (“language
games”). In the problematic field of linguistic philosophy, there were several
schools. One of them (E. Ambrose, J. Wisdom, M. Lazerowitz) turned the thera-
peutic role of philosophy into the subject of analysis. The other, the so-called Ox-
ford school of everyday language, focused on the analysis of the ways in which
psychological concepts were used, on studying the specifics of “conceptual pat-
terns” of cognition and language, on studying “speech acts”. It is no coincidence
that the convergence of linguistic philosophy and linguistic pragmatics occurred in
the 60s of the XX century.

In the analytical literature, the influence exerted on L. Wittgenstein by the
logical-mathematical works of G. Frege and B. Russell is noted. If the influence of
B. Russell is expressed in terms of the use of the method of logical analysis of lan-
guage, then the influence of G. Frege was different [9]. The “Diaries of 1914—
19167, which were the basis for “Logical and Philosophical Treatise,” differ in
their belief in the possibilities of logical syntax and new logic.

Earlier, G. Frege, a German logician, mathematician and philosopher, wrote
about the relation of notation, exploring the connection between the meaning of a
language expression and the meaning of this expression [9]. L. Wittgenstein also
wrote about the difference in the meaning and meaning of language propositions,
expressions; it was precisely the concept of the propositional function developed
by G. Frege, and the truth value of the semantic meaning and distinction of linguis-
tic expressions created the possibility, according to A.F. Gryaznov it is necessary
to move away from the analysis of proposals in the subject-predicate form.

According to L. Wittgenstein natural language has the status of the prerequi-
site for the formation of “life forms”; representing a form of sociocultural commu-
nication. These “forms of life”” are subordinated in their functioning to the rules of
grammar of language games. “Forms of life” can only “show off”, but the under-
standing of the meaning of the words used in them is possible only through the
ability to describe the use of words, and this is possible through the description of
joint actions of people using the language: the description should be able to give
me everything that I consistently discover”.
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According to L. Wittgenstein being coincides with the sphere of verbal articu-
lation, “we make the predicates of things that are inherent in our ways of present-
ing them”. Later L. Wittgenstein analyzes the variability of the procedural actuali-
zations of a language, and this is reflected in the concept of “language games”. The
value arises in a specific context; the context of the use of a word is formed accord-
ing to certain rules. And these rules act as a consequence of the contract of “lin-
guistic community”; they are, according to L. Wittgenstein, “superficial grammar,”
while “deep grammar” is also used. Through it, the laws of the organization of lan-
guage games, the “form of life” are assessed. It is the “deep grammar” that is relat-
ed to the fundamental structures of being. The concept of L. Wittgenstein is the
basis on which the formation of the philosophy of linguistic analysis, called analyt-
ical philosophy or the philosophy of everyday language, was later based.

A century ago, in the middle of the XIX century, G. Frege was born in Wis-
mar in the year of the European revolution, whose name is forever connected with
logical semantics. The works of G. Frege had a tremendous impact on the research
landscape of the non-classical philosophy of language. M. Dummett, whose first
publications on the interpretation of G. Frege’s heritage, appeared in the mid-50s
of the XX century, believed: “Regardless of whether Frege is an analytical philos-
opher or not, he was undoubtedly a linguistic philosopher (philosopher of lan-
guage)” [10]. G.D. Sluga, a student of M. Dummett at Oxford and his opponent, in
a monograph in 1980 [11] called G. Frege “the first analytical philosopher”. As an
argument G.D. Sluga proposed the thesis that the ideas about the language of
G. Frege had a strong influence on Russell, Wittgenstein, Carnap, and they repre-
sented various “analytical traditions” [Ibid.].

G. Frege is rightfully referred to those who are at the origin of the branch of
modern logic and theoretical linguistics, called logical semantics. The most signifi-
cant in this sense is the article “On the Sense and Meaning” (1892). If we speak
directly about the logical-semantic results, it is necessary to mention the founda-
tions of logical semantics developed by G. Frege. They are enclosed in a generali-
zation of the concept of (own) name by the researcher, which meant the introduc-
tion of the term “description” well known today. G. Frege analyzed the concept of
equality (identity), relating it to the ratio of the corresponding expressions in mean-
ing and objective value. G. Frege showed the difference in the use and mention of
language expressions, the difference in the direct and indirect use of language ex-
pressions. Based on the understanding of the essence of this distinction, G. Frege
formed such concepts as extensional (“volumetric”’) and intensional (“substantial’’)
contexts, metalanguage, object language.

In the aforementioned work of 1892, “On the Sense and Meaning”, a “seman-
tic triangle” was investigated, fixing the relationship of a sign indicated by the sign
of an object (sign value), the knowledge that contains a sign is the meaning of a
sign. The relation “sign — meaning — value” is transferred to the sentences (this is a
special case of names, signs, meaning). Affirmative-narrative sentences are called
affirmative sentences. This distinction between the sense and meaning of a sign
largely determined the further evolution of logical semantics, influencing the de-
velopment of gnoseology, philosophy of language, theoretical linguistics, as it also
determined the development of non-classical logical concepts'.

! the comment by B.V. Biryukova and Z.A. Kuzicheva to the monograph by G. Frege “Logic and logi-
cal semantics” (p. 38-39)
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The most effective were the searches of such schools of linguistic analysis
philosophy (analytical philosophy, common language philosophy), like Cambridge
and Oxford (common language school). The philosophy of linguistic analysis,
which emerged within the boundaries of the non-classical approach to linguistic
phenomena, made the subject of study the situational context in which the language
and its main unit, the component of verbal expression — a word — is born and func-
tions. This analysis, carried out for therapeutic purposes (the treatment of irregular
forms of language practice, called generalizing) followed the research of
L. Wittgenstein and was based on the statement that the purpose of philosophy is
the study of language games.

During the period when the Cambridge school focused on excluding such pa-
thologies as generalization from the language, the Oxford school built its research
programs on the ideas of a positive analysis of word usage (“psychological utter-
ances”, “moral utterances”, “speech acts”, their interaction — “verbal field”). In the
traditions of logical positivism, the Vienna Circle developed the concept of lan-
guage as a way of organization (“to be is to be the value of a related variable”, —
W. van O. Quine).

The dominant intentions of the non-classical paradigm of the philosophy of
language are realized within the limits of linguistic philosophy. The linguistic turn,
due to which the non-classical paradigm of the philosophy of language found its
completion, brought to life and actualized a number of ontological problems: for
example, the problem of translation, the problem of interpretation, the problem of
the correlation of signifying and expressing layers of a language, the problem of
reference analysis of the structures of word production and usage.

The appeal to the possibilities of linguistic formalism created a situation in
which philosophy played the role of the methodological basis of the theory of arti-
ficial languages as semiotic systems.

References

1. Humboldt, W. (1984) Izbrannyye trudy po yazykoznaniyu [Selected Works on Linguistics].
Translated from German. Moscow: Progress. pp. 37-298.

2. Potebnya, A.A. (2010) Mysl' i yazyk [Thought and Language]. Moscow: Labirint. pp. 199—
235.

3. Bibikhin, V.V. (2007) Yazyk filosofii [Language of Philosophy]. St. Petersburg: Nauka.

4. Saussure, F. de (2019) Kurs obshchey lingvistiki [General Linguistics]. Translated from
French by A.M. Sukhoti. Moscow: Yurayt.

5. Solomonik, A.B. (2016) Yazyk kak znakovaya sistema [Language as a Sign System]. Moscow:
Librokom.

6. Eco, U. (2004) Otsutstvuyushchaya struktura. Vvedenie v semiologiyu [ The Missing Structure.
Introduction to Semiology]. Translated from Italian. St. Petersburg: Symposium.

7. Wittgentstein, L. (2018) Logiko-filosofskiy traktat [The Tractatus Logico-Philosophicus].
Translated from German. Moscow: AST.

8. Wittgentstein, L. (2009) Dnevniki 1914—1916 [Diaries 1914—-1916]. Translated from German.
Moscow: Kanon+.

9. Frege, G. (2020) Logika i logicheskaya semantika [Logic and Logical Semantics]. Translated
from German. Moscow: URSS.

10. Dummett, M. (1981) The Interpretation of Frege's Philosophy. Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard
University Press.

11. Sluga, H.D. (1980) Gottlob Frege. London: Routledge Kegan & Paul.

Cnucox ucmouHuKkos

1. Iymborvom B. O pa3nuuuu CTPOCHHS YEJOBEYECKHX S3BIKOB U €r0 BIMAHMH HAa JyXOBHOE
pasBuTHE YenoBedecTsa // MI30panHbIe TPy B! O sA3bIKO3HAHMUIO. M. : [Iporpecc, 1984. C. 37-298.

81



Kornienko M.A. Thematic horizon of the study of linguistic reality: the context of non-classical philosophy

2. [Tomebnsa A.A. Tlcuxonorust MO3THYECKOTO W mpo3andeckoro MeinuieHus // Ilotebns A.A.
Mericinb u 136K, M. : JIabupunr, 2010. C. 199-235.

3. Bubuxun B.B. S13b1x dunocoduu. CII6. : Hayka, 2007. 389 c.

4. Coccrop ®@. Kypc obmeit nunreuctuku / mep. A.M. Cyxorud ; nox pea. P.O. Illop. M. :

IOpaiiT, 2019. 303 c.
5. Conomonux A.b. 5131k kak 3HakoBas cuctema. M. : Ku. nom «JIubpoxom», 2016. 224 c.
6. Oko V. OrcyrcTByrouias cTpyktypa. Beepenue B cemuonoruro. CII6. : Symposium, 2004.

544 c.

7. Bumeenwmerin J1. Jloruxo-¢unocodexuii tpakrar. M. : ACT, 2018. 160 c.

8. Bumeenwmenn JI. JJneBuuku 1914-1916 / mox o6m. pex. B.A. CypoBueBa. M. : Kanont ;
POOH «Peabunuranusy», 2009. 400 c.

9. @peee I'. Jloruka u noruueckas cemantuka. M. : U3a-so URSS, 2020. 512 c.

10. Dummett M. The Interpretation of Frege's Philosophy. Cambridge : Mass, 1981. 236 p.

11. Sluga H.D. Gottlob Frege. London, 1980. 321 p.

Information about the author:
Kornienko M.A. — PhD, senior researcher of Laboratory of Interdisciplinary Research, National

Research Tomsk State University (Tomsk, Russia). E-mail: mkornienkol@gmail.com
The author declares no conflicts of interests.

Ceedenusn 06 asmope:

Kopunenko M.A. — xanauaar GpuiocopCckux HayK, CTapmInil HaydHbIH coTpynHuK JlaGopaTto-
pUH  MEXIMCHMIUTMHApHBIX HccnenoBaHuii HammowamsHoro wuccnenoBarensckoro Tomckoro
rocynapcrenHoro yauBepcureta (Tomck, Poccust). E-mail: mkornienko1@gmail.com.

Aemop 3asaensnem 006 omcymcmeuu KOHGAUKmMa unmepecos.

The article was submitted 09.04.2020;
approved after reviewing 26.08.2020; accepted for publication 15.05.2022.

Cmamws nocmynuna é pedaxyuto 09.04.2020;
0006pena nocne peyenzupoganus 26.08.2020; npunama x nyoauxayuu 15.05.2022.

82



	Культурология
	КУЛЬТУРОЛОГИЯ, ТЕОРИЯ  И ИСТОРИЯ КУЛЬТУРЫ
	«ЖИТИЕ СВЯТОГО ВАСИЛИЯ НОВОГО» И «БОЖЕСТВЕННАЯ КОМЕДИЯ» ДАНТЕ: ПОСМЕРТНАЯ УЧАСТЬ САМОУБИЙЦ
	Сергей Сергеевич Аванесов

	Culturology, the theory  and cultural history
	THE LIFE OF SAINT BASIL THE NEW AND DANTE’S DIVINE COMEDY: THE POSTHUMOUS FATE OF SUICIDES
	Sergey S. Avanesov
	Житие святого Василия Нового
	Божественная комедия
	***
	«ЖАНР КАК ПАМЯТЬ КУЛЬТУРЫ»: ОЧЕРК А.М. ГОРЬКОГО  О ГАРИНЕ-МИХАйЛОВСКОМ И ТЕЙТЕЛЕ

	Елена Яковлевна Бурлина
	“Genre as a memory of culture”: an essay  by A.M. Gorky about Garin-Mikhailovsky and Teitel

	Elena Ya. Burlina
	Парадоксы прогулки начала XVIII в.

	Евгения Анатольевна Войтик
	WALKS IN RUSSIA OF THE BEGINNING  OF THE XVIII CENTURY

	Evgenia A. Voytik
	ПРАВОСЛАВНЫЙ КАРДИОГНОЗИС РУССКОГО НАРОДА  КАК ОСНОВА БОГАТЫРСТВА (НА МАТЕРИАЛЕ  «ДНЕВНИКА ПИСАТЕЛЯ» Ф.М. ДОСТОЕВСКОГО)

	Светлана Владимировна Капустина
	ORTHODOX CARDIOGNOSIS OF THE RUSSIAN PEOPLE  AS THE BASIS OF HEROISM (BOGATIRSTVO)  (BASED ON THE “DIARY OF A WRITER” BY F.M. DOSTOEVSKY)

	Svetlana V. Kapustina
	КОНСТРУИРОВАНИЕ ИДЕНТИЧНОСТИ В ДЕТСКОМ КИНЕМАТОГРАФЕ: ОПЫТ КИНО СССР И ПРАКТИКА СОВРЕМЕННОЙ РОССИИ

	Олеся Вячеславовна Князюк1, Вероника Владимировна Сенникова2
	IDENTITY CONSTRUCTION IN CHILDREN'S CINEMA:  THE EXPERIENCE OF CINEMA IN THE USSR AND THE PRACTICE OF MODERN RUSSIA

	Olesya V. Kniaziuk1, Veronika V. Sennikova2
	Эстетика киносказки советской эпохи: инструменты  формирования ценностно-смыслового поля
	Современное российское кино для семейного просмотра:  «новые» герои для «новых» зрителей
	THEMATIC HORIZON OF THE STUDY OF LINGUISTIC REALITY: THE CONTEXT OF NON-CLASSICAL PHILOSOPHY  OF LANGUAGE

	Mikhail A. Kornienko
	ТЕМАТИЧЕСКИЙ ГОРИЗОНТ ИССЛЕДОВАНИЯ ЯЗЫКОВОЙ РЕАЛЬНОСТИ: КОНТЕКСТ НЕКЛАССИЧЕСКОЙ ФИЛОСОФИИ ЯЗЫКА

	Михаил Анатольевич Корниенко
	ФОТОГРАФИЯ КАК ЧАСТЬ МЕДИАКУЛЬТУРЫ

	Ксения Викторовна Красикова
	PHOTOGRAPHY AS PART OF THE MEDIA CULTURE

	Ksenia V. Krasikova
	Классификация современной фотографии
	ОБРАЗОВАНИЕ КАК СОБЫТИЕ: СО-БЫТИЙНАЯ ПРИРОДА УНИВЕРСИТЕТСКОЙ КОРПОРАТИВНОСТИ

	Галина Ивановна Петрова1, Елена Владимировна Чибир2
	EDUCATION AS AN EVENT: EVENT NATURE  OF THE UNIVERSITY CORPORATIVITY

	Galina I. Petrova1, Elena V. Chibir2
	ОБРАЗОВАТЕЛЬНАЯ ПРАКТИКА ЧТЕНИЯ (НА МАТЕРИАЛЕ ИЗУЧЕНИЯ ТВОРЧЕСТВА Ф.М. ДОСТОЕВСКОГО В СРЕДНЕЙ ОБЩЕОБРАЗОВАТЕЛЬНОЙ ШКОЛЕ)

	Александр Андреевич Полонников1, Наталья Дмитриевна Корчалова2, Дмитрий Юрьевич Король3
	EDUCATIONAL READING PRACTICE (BASED ON STUDYING DOSTOYEVSKY’S WORKS IN SECONDARY SCHOOL)

	Аlexander A. Polonnikov1, Natalya D. Korchalova2, Dmitry Yu. Korol3
	Введение
	Часть I. ДАННЫЕ ПОЛЕВЫХ ИССЛЕДОВАНИЙ46F
	Позиция школьников
	О встрече с творчеством писателя Ф.М. Достоевского
	О содержании романа Ф.М. Достоевского  «Преступление и наказание»
	Об отношении к роману Ф.М. Достоевского  «Преступление и наказание»
	Позиция педагогов
	Общая оценка календарно-тематического плана
	Выработка отношения учеников к тексту художественного произведения
	Связь художественного произведения и биографии автора
	Вопросы чтения
	Позиция методистов
	Работа с календарно-тематическим планом
	Использование биографии автора
	Организация чтения
	Требования к учителю
	Часть II. ИНТЕРПРЕТАЦИЯ ДАННЫХ ИССЛЕДОВАНИЯ
	Заключение
	FOR A RECONSTRUCTION OF A.F. LOSEV’S  WORK ON DOSTOEVSKY AT GAKHN’S  LITERARY SECTION50F

	Giorgia Rimondi
	МАТЕРИАЛЫ К РЕКОНСТРУКЦИИ РАБОТЫ А.Ф. ЛОСЕВА  О Ф.М. ДОСТОЕВСКОМ В ЛИТЕРАТУРНОЙ СЕКЦИИ ГАХН

	Джорджия Римонди
	ОБРАЗ FEMME FATALE В ТВОРЧЕСТВЕ ДОСТОЕВСКОГО СКВОЗЬ ПРИЗМУ СТРУКТУРНОГО ПСИХОАНАЛИЗА ЖАКА ЛАКАНА

	Ксения Анатольевна Семенюк1, Антон Павлович Семенюк2
	THE IMAGE OF FEMME FATALE IN DOSTOEVSKY'S WORK THROUGH THE PRISM OF THE STRUCTURAL PSYCHOANALYSIS OF JACQUES LACAN

	Xenia A. Semenyuk1, Anton P. Semenyuk2
	МОТИВЫ ИЗ ЛИТЕРАТУРНОГО ТВОРЧЕСТВА  ФЕДОРА ДОСТОЕВСКОГО КАК НЕФИЛОСОФСКОЕ ВДОХНОВЕНИЕ В ФИЛОСОФИИ ДРАМЫ  ЮЗЕФА ТИШНЕРА

	Богдан Генрикович Троха 1, Наталия Анатольевна Жукова 2
	MOTIVES FROM THE LITERARY WORK  OF FYODOR DOSTOEVSKY AS NON-PHILOSOPHICAL INSPIRATION IN THE PHILOSOPHY OF THE DRAMA  OF JOZEF TISCHNER

	Bogdan G. Trocha1, Nataliia А. Zhukova2
	Ф.М. ДОСТОЕВСКИЙ В ИТАЛИИ: ВЛИЯНИЕ  НА ИТАЛЬЯНСКУЮ ЛИТЕРАТУРУ В XIX И XX ВЕКАХ

	Ирис Уччелло
	F.M. DOSTOEVSKY IN ITALY: INFLUENCE ON THE ITALIAN LITERATURE OF THE 19TH AND 20TH CENTURIES

	Iris Uccello
	РУССКИЕ БЕЗОБРАЗНИКИ. «ПРОБУЮЩИЙ ЧЕЛОВЕК»  Ф.М. ДОСТОЕВСКОГО

	Татьяна Александровна Шаповалова-Гупал
	TO THE TYPOLOGY OF “BEZOBRAZNIK”, BY DOSTOYEVSKY. THE YOURSELF-AND-OTHERS-TESTING-MAN

	Tatiana A. Shapovalova-Gupal


	Культурология
	ИСКУССТВОВЕДЕНИЕ
	МУЗЫКАЛЬНЫЙ КОММЕРЧЕСКИЙ ТЕАТР БРОДВЕЯ  В КОНТЕКСТЕ СОЦИОКУЛЬТУРНОЙ СРЕДЫ 70-Х ГГ. XX ВЕКА
	Кимол Александрович Брейтбург

	ART HISTORY
	BROADWAY MUSICAL COMMERCIAL THEATER  IN THE CONTEXT OF THE SOCIO-CULTURAL ENVIRONMENT  OF THE 70S OF THE XX CENTURY
	Kimol A. Breytburg
	К ВОПРОСУ О ПРОИСХОЖДЕНИИ МАДРИГАЛЬНОЙ КОМЕДИИ И ЕЕ СВЯЗИ С КУЛЬТУРНЫМИ ТРАДИЦИЯМИ  И ИДЕЯМИ РЕНЕССАНСНОГО ГУМАНИЗМА

	Александр Сергеевич Коробейников1, Татьяна Витальевна Чапля2
	QUESTIONING THE GENESIS OF THE MADRIGAL COMEDY  AND ITS CONNECTIONS WITH THE CULTURAL TRADITIONS AND IDEAS OF THE RENAISSANCE HUMANISM

	Alexander S. Korobeinikov1, Tatiana V. Chaplya2
	ТИПОЛОГИЯ МУЗЫКАЛЬНЫХ ФОРМ КАК СПОСОБ КОГНИТИВНОГО МОДЕЛИРОВАНИЯ

	Лю Лянь
	TYPOLOGY OF MUSICAL FORMS AS A METHOD  OF COGNITIVE MODELING

	Liu Lian
	Вывод
	ОСОБЕННОСТИ ФОРМИРОВАНИЯ УЛИЦЫ КАРЛА МАРКСА  В ИСТОРИЧЕСКОМ ЦЕНТРЕ ГОРОДА КРАСНОЯРСКА

	Яна Владимировна Осадчая1, Матвей Вячеславович Савельев2, Наталья Александровна Унагаева3
	PECULIARITIES OF KARL MARX STREET FORMATION  IN THE HISTORIC CENTER OF KRASNOYARSK CITY

	Iana V. Osadchai1, Matvei V. Saveliev2, Natalya A. Unagaeva3
	Исторический контекст архитектурной среды
	Пешеходная и визуальная взаимосвязь исторического  архитектурного пространства
	МЕТАМОРФОЗЫ МУЗЫКАЛЬНОГО ТЕАТРА В КУЛЬТУРЕ ДОРЕВОЛЮЦИОННОЙ РОССИЙСКОЙ ПРОВИНЦИИ

	Вера Ивановна Юдина
	The metamorphoses of musical theater  in the culture of pre-revolutionary  Russian province

	Vera I. Udina

	Музей и культурное наследие
	ЦВЕТ В ИСКУССТВЕ ТРАДИЦИОННОГО КОСТЮМА КОРЕННЫХ МАЛОЧИСЛЕННЫХ НАРОДОВ ТЮМЕНСКОГО СЕВЕРА (НА ПРИМЕРЕ АНАЛИЗА МУЗЕЙНЫХ ЭКСПОНАТОВ)
	Ольга Афанасьевна Бакиева1, Ольга Андреевна Попова2

	MUSEUM AND CULTURAL HERITAGE
	COLOR IN THE ART OF THE TRADITIONAL COSTUME  OF THE INDIGENOUS SMALL NATIONS OF THE TYUMEN NORTH (ON THE EXAMPLE OF THE ANALYSIS OF MUSEUM EXHIBITS)
	Olga A. Bakieva1, Olga A. Popova2
	КОЛЛЕКЦИЯ ЭКСПЕДИЦИОННЫХ ФОТОГРАФИЙ  А.И. СКАССИ В СОБРАНИИ ОТДЕЛА РУКОПИСЕЙ  И КНИЖНЫХ ПАМЯТНИКОВ НАУЧНОЙ БИБЛИОТЕКИ ТГУ

	Иван Александрович Голев
	A COLLECTION OF EXPEDITION PHOTOGRAPHS  BY A.I. SKASSI IN THE COLLECTION OF THE DEPARTMENT  OF MANUSCRIPTS AND BOOK MONUMENTS  OF THE SCIENTIFIC LIBRARY OF TSU

	Ivan A. Golev
	УЧАСТИЕ ЖЕНЩИН В ФОРМИРОВАНИИ И РАЗВИТИИ МУЗЕЙНОГО ДЕЛА ТОМСКОГО УНИВЕРСИТЕТА  (1880-е – НАЧАЛО 1920-х гг.)

	Надежда Михайловна Дмитриенко1, Иван Сергеевич Караченцев2
	PARTICIPATION OF WOMEN IN THE FORMATION  AND DEVELOPMENT OF THE MUSEUM SCIENCE  OF TOMSK UNIVERSITY (1880S – EARLY 1920S)

	Nadezhda M. Dmitrienko1, Ivan S. Karachencev2
	ЛИТЕРАТУРНОЕ КРАЕВЕДЕНИЕ КАК НАУЧНАЯ ПРОБЛЕМА (ПО РЕЗУЛЬТАТАМ ТЕРМИНОЛОГИЧЕСКОГО  И БИБЛИОМЕТРИЧЕСКОГО АНАЛИЗА)

	Любовь Геннадиевна Тараненко1, Оксана Валентиновна Боронихина2
	PROBLEMS OF LITERARY REGIONAL STUDIES  (THE RESEARCH IS BASED ON A TERMINOLOGICAL  AND BIBLIOMETRIC ANALYSIS)

	Lubov G. Taranenko1, Oksana V. Boronikhina2
	ПРОСТРАНСТВО И ВРЕМЯ В МИФОИСТОРИЧЕСКОЙ  ПАМЯТИ МАНСИ

	Ольга Михайловна Рындина
	SPACE AND TIME IN THE MYTHICAL-HISTORICAL MEMORY  OF THE MANSIS

	Olga M. Ryndina




<<

  /ASCII85EncodePages false

  /AllowTransparency false

  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true

  /AutoRotatePages /None

  /Binding /Left

  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)

  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)

  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)

  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)

  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error

  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4

  /CompressObjects /Tags

  /CompressPages true

  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true

  /PassThroughJPEGImages true

  /CreateJobTicket false

  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default

  /DetectBlends true

  /DetectCurves 0.0000

  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK

  /DoThumbnails false

  /EmbedAllFonts true

  /EmbedOpenType false

  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true

  /EmbedJobOptions true

  /DSCReportingLevel 0

  /EmitDSCWarnings false

  /EndPage -1

  /ImageMemory 1048576

  /LockDistillerParams false

  /MaxSubsetPct 100

  /Optimize true

  /OPM 1

  /ParseDSCComments true

  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true

  /PreserveCopyPage true

  /PreserveDICMYKValues true

  /PreserveEPSInfo true

  /PreserveFlatness true

  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false

  /PreserveOPIComments true

  /PreserveOverprintSettings true

  /StartPage 1

  /SubsetFonts true

  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply

  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve

  /UsePrologue false

  /ColorSettingsFile ()

  /AlwaysEmbed [ true

  ]

  /NeverEmbed [ true

  ]

  /AntiAliasColorImages false

  /CropColorImages true

  /ColorImageMinResolution 300

  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleColorImages true

  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /ColorImageResolution 300

  /ColorImageDepth -1

  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1

  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeColorImages true

  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode

  /AutoFilterColorImages true

  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG

  /ColorACSImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /ColorImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /AntiAliasGrayImages false

  /CropGrayImages true

  /GrayImageMinResolution 300

  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleGrayImages true

  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /GrayImageResolution 300

  /GrayImageDepth -1

  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2

  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeGrayImages true

  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode

  /AutoFilterGrayImages true

  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG

  /GrayACSImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /GrayImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /AntiAliasMonoImages false

  /CropMonoImages true

  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200

  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleMonoImages true

  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /MonoImageResolution 1200

  /MonoImageDepth -1

  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeMonoImages true

  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode

  /MonoImageDict <<

    /K -1

  >>

  /AllowPSXObjects false

  /CheckCompliance [

    /None

  ]

  /PDFX1aCheck false

  /PDFX3Check false

  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false

  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true

  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

  ]

  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true

  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

  ]

  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()

  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()

  /PDFXOutputCondition ()

  /PDFXRegistryName ()

  /PDFXTrapped /False



  /CreateJDFFile false

  /Description <<



    /BGR <>

    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>

    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>

    /CZE <>

    /DAN <>

    /DEU <>

    /ESP <>

    /ETI <>

    /FRA <>

    /GRE <>



    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)

    /HUN <>

    /ITA <>

    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>

    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>

    /LTH <>

    /LVI <>

    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)

    /NOR <>

    /POL <>

    /PTB <>

    /RUM <>

    /RUS <>

    /SKY <>

    /SLV <>

    /SUO <>

    /SVE <>

    /TUR <>

    /UKR <>

    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)

  >>

  /Namespace [

    (Adobe)

    (Common)

    (1.0)

  ]

  /OtherNamespaces [

    <<

      /AsReaderSpreads false

      /CropImagesToFrames true

      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue

      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false

      /IncludeGuidesGrids false

      /IncludeNonPrinting false

      /IncludeSlug false

      /Namespace [

        (Adobe)

        (InDesign)

        (4.0)

      ]

      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false

      /OmitPlacedEPS false

      /OmitPlacedPDF false

      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy

    >>

    <<

      /AddBleedMarks false

      /AddColorBars false

      /AddCropMarks false

      /AddPageInfo false

      /AddRegMarks false

      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK

      /DestinationProfileName ()

      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK

      /Downsample16BitImages true

      /FlattenerPreset <<

        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution

      >>

      /FormElements false

      /GenerateStructure false

      /IncludeBookmarks false

      /IncludeHyperlinks false

      /IncludeInteractive false

      /IncludeLayers false

      /IncludeProfiles false

      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings

      /Namespace [

        (Adobe)

        (CreativeSuite)

        (2.0)

      ]

      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK

      /PreserveEditing true

      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged

      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile

      /UseDocumentBleed false

    >>

  ]

>> setdistillerparams

<<

  /HWResolution [2400 2400]

  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]

>> setpagedevice



