
263

« -       -   ,   
    , , ,        

( ),     ( )         -
 ( ),           ( ),  

   ( )» [2, . 4].        . 
        :      -

    ; ,   ,      ,   [1, 
. 24]; ,  «  , , ,           » 

(  ) [6].   ,   ,     ,    
     . ,      

     . « , - ,      -
,       … - ,  -    -

   » [5, . 56]. 
.     ’ ,    ,  

 ;          -
    –  ,  ,    ;    

              
    . 

  

 . . 1.      : . .:  2 . / . .  –  : , 2008. – . 1. 
– 376 .

 . .  : . . – 2-  ., . / . . , . . . – . :  ., 2006. – 2. 
311 .

 . .  : . . / . .  – .:   «  », 2008. – 144 .3. 
 . .     « » -  / . .  // 4. 

http://journlib.univ.kiev.ua/index.php?act=article&article=224.
 . :    / .  //  . - .  . – 5. 

2009. – . 32. – . 53-63. 
 . .    / . .  //     -6. 

. – , 2000. – . 3. – . 211-219.

The article describes main categories of Classical Rhetoric and accommodates them to relies of journalism. Based 
on analysis of categories of Rhetoric the author made an attempt to formulate principles of new noble, humane and 
ethical journalism.
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In the article there were analyzed the peculiarities of using the religious lexis in publicist texts of V. Shovkoshytnyi. 
There was also made the linguistic and stylistic analysis of sacral lexemes and was found that they are one of the most 
important means of expression in writer’s works.
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