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feelings of the individual, expressing his attitude to language. According to our
definition, the language culture of a person is the quality of the use of the means
and capabilities of language, which determines the effective functioning of a
person in society, his personal and professional development.

The formation of language culture is a complex multifaceted process that
includes a great number of components: motivational value, system and cognitive,
emotionally volitional, organizational and functional, intuitive and creative,
intuitive, such as impression, imagination, intuition, insight, and rational.

The native language forms various qualities of soul and mind, forces to
address to its treasury in difficult issues of study, explains the world and solves
moral problems. It is considered to be an important component of cultural
continuity.

1. Oster, R.T., Grier Lightning, R. et al. Cultural continuity, traditional Indigenous
language, and diabetes in Alberta First Nations: a mixed methods study. Int J Equity Health 13,
92 (2014). URL: https://doi.org/10.1186/s12939-014-0092-4.

2. Annushkin V. I. Russian Rhetoric. Historical Aspect. M.: Vysshaya Shkola, 2003.
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LANGUAGE AND NATIONAL IDENTITY

The relevance of the research topic depends on the specifics of the social-
political and socio-cultural realities of the early XXI century. The collapse of the
world bipolar system led toa crisis of ideology and, as a consequence, to self-
identification crisis.

Linguistic allegiance is one of the main things in nationality formation. The
connection between linguistic identity and national consciousness is clear because
ordinary one cannot locate a historic nation which is not closely associated with a
linguistic marker. In this context, language is the creator of nationalism and it acts
also as a vehicle of expansion.

It is considered that each nation is a linguistic entity. Freeman emphasized
that “Mankind instinctively takes language as the badge of nationality” [2].

The merits of linguistic uniformity for the development of national identity
have been raised by R. Emerson in this statement: “Leaving aside the fascinating if
unanswerable query as to the extent of which each particular language both mirrors
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and fashions unique patterns of thought and thus reflect and molds a distinctive
national soul it is evident that language is the primary instrument of social
communication” [1, p.33].

The speaker of the same language develops a common bond and share “a
common store of social memories”. Language establishes a link with the past. No
society likes to snap this link. It is particularly so with the people who do not feel
good about their present. It is because of this that “the mother tongue became
almost sacred, the mysterious vehicle of all national endeavors” [3].

Some researches claim that language is more significant than territory for
defining nation. Almost an equal stand is taken when it is asserted that language is
more abiding than the institutions of government. A nation remains intact if it
maintains its distinctive linguistic traditions.

People’s attachment and love for their own language are not new but the
mobilization of linguistic loyalty for political purposes is a recent phenomenon.
The language was a critical issue in the national struggles of new states as it acted
as a symbol of identity and distinction which in turn provided access to their own
cultural tradition. Language is not only a primary element in nationality formation
but remains a significant issue even in the process of nation building.

1. Emerson R. (2013). From Empire to Nation. The Rise to Self-Assertion of Asian and
African Peoples. URL: https://doi.org/10.4159/harvard.9780674333154.

2. Freeman, E. (1879). Race and language. Historical essays, 3 Series, London: Macmillan
and Company. Retrieved February 12, 2021. URL: http://www jstor.org/stable/23619930

3. Karna, M. (1999). Language, Region and National Identity. Sociological Bulletin, 48(1/2),
75-96. Retrieved February 12, 2021. URL: http://www.jstor.org/stable/23619930

JleonoBa Haranis BasepiiBaa

K. (1I01I. H.,

JOLIeHT Kadenpu
CoIliaIbHO-TYMaHITAPHUX JTUCIUILTIH
(/[Hinponemposcovxuii depaicasHull
VHigepcumem 8HYMpIuHIxX cnpaes)

A0 IINTAHHSI OCOBJIMBOCTI ®OPMYBAHHA
HAINTOHAJIBHOI CBIJOMOCTI

[IpoTsiroM JOCUTH TPUBAJIOrO HAaBITh JJiI TaKOi CTaOLIBbHOI CHCTEMHU SIK
MOBA, 4aC YKpaiHCbKe MOBHE CEpPEIOBMILE 3HAXOAMIOCH il BIUIMBOM 30BHIIIHBO
peryJibOBaHoOl1 MOCIIJOBHOI JA€HAI[lOHAII3allll, 1110 JIOTTYHUM YHUHOM IPHU3BEIO 10
«z1eoJITY» HAIlOHAIBHOI CBIJIOMOCTI MEPEBAKHOI YACTHHHM TMOTCHIIMHUX HOCIIB
HaIlOHAJBHO1 (YKpaiHChKOT1) MOBH, sIKa € OJJHUM 13 0a30BUX €JIEMEHTIB Oy/ab SIKOi
Hauli. A/pKe 1Mo30aBJICHUI HAI[IOHAJIBHOI CBIJOMOCTI HApoOJ HE MOYKE CTBOPUTH
HallloHaJabHOT nepkaBu. CydacHuM CBIT nepeOyBae B yMoOBaxX IOJITHYHOI Ta
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