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criticized that dictionary severely and made the statement that he did not use 

those materials in his work. Based on modern dialect dictionaries, the author 

of the article has proved that sometimes the meanings of words presented 

by F. Piskunov are more reliable than those recorded by B. Grynchenko. 

The importance of the lexicographical work under consideration 

for modern lexicology is confirmed by the fact that the register of 

the academic dictionary of the Ukrainian language contains 483 words 

recorded in the dictionary by F. Piskunov. Accompanying remarks allow us to 

trace the functional activity of these evaluative nomens. 

On the basis of the analyzed material the conclusion about 

the importance of the sources of lexicography of the XIX-th century 

for dialectologists and historians of the Ukrainian language has been made. 

Key words: dictionary by F. Piskunov, dictionary by B. Grynchenko, 

dictionary of the Ukrainian language, dialect dictionaries, the meaning  

of the word. 
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Lytvynenko Y. A. Ornitholexics as an object of linguistic studio 

Since there is lack of classified scientific works description dedicated 

to birds  names research we have made a brief overview of ornithonomination 

researches which exist in Slavic studies. The article describes classified 

information concerning ornithonomens analysis provided by different 

scientific schools. It was found out that birds  names were studied 

in comparative and historical, etymological, typological, etc. aspects. 

L. Bulakhovskyi, H. Klepikova, Y. Strutyns kyi used the above mentioned 

approach in their studies, they tried to cover the entire Slavic ornithofund 

and solve the majority of important linguistic issues (such as: the formation 

of the system of birds  names motivational characteristics, establishing 

of ancient Slavic language dialectical division). Y. Zarkevs ka, V. Nimchuk. 

I. Varchenko held etimological studies of birds  names and analyzed 

ornithonomination by ancestral lands studies and areal division 

of the language territories. Having taken typological analysis of the birds  

names as the basis of their studies the scientists succeeded to find out 

motivational types of the compared languages (M. Hinatulin), define word-

forming peculiarities of the birds  names (O. Symakova), study national 

and cultural particular characteristics of the ornithonomens. Scientific works 

review helped prove the fact that systematic approach was and remains 

the efficient one for ornitholexics studies. This approach was used 

by V. Boyko, L. Moiseeva, O. Verkhovod in their studies, who focused 

on naming basis, means and methods of motivational features implementation.  

Key words rnitholexics, systematic description, linguistic studios, 

methodology. 
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