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ABSTRACT 
The article deals with the description of the linguistics of speech and its theo-

retical justification can be based on the main conceptual principles of the meta-
language of monosyllabic description, which includes the main concepts of the 
theory of real description. Metalanguage is used in applied linguistics to describe 
other natural languages, and, in the author’s opinion, individual utterances as 
well. In idiomology as a science of speech, linguistic data constitute a certain 
monosyllabic linguarie, which distinguishes the metalanguage of its description 
from dialectological or other types of linguistic terminology, thereby positioning 
the specificity of describing speech as a real language system in the context of 
highly organized conceptual approaches to the language system. The problems 
of metalanguage monosyllabic description are outlined, which are in the lens of 
modern theoretical and methodological linguistic paradigms, because metalan-
guage is also considered the language of linguistics, which is characterized by 
a complete set and classification of linguistic knowledge. At the same time, the 
concept of metalanguage is expanded in dialectology and specified in the context 
of linguistics, focusing on the monosyllabic description of speech. The novelty of 
the speech description lies in the fact that it is based on a monosyllabic lingua-
rie, which is a complex process of scientific and cognitive activity in the modern 
linguistic paradigm. The metalanguage of monosyllabic description needs to up-
date the system of basic principles and special methods of linguistic research, the 
methodology of speech description according to a clearly planned organization 
and research apparatus. The emphasis on the importance of the analysis of col-
loquialism lies in the composition of the metalanguage of the monosyllabic de-
scription, which contains central and universal categories that can be used in the 
study of various language systems: general linguistic terms and concepts (speaker, 
colloquial speaker), as well as supplemented and clarified methodological con-
cepts of the monosyllabic linguistic description: spoken community, spoken com-

© Hromko T. V., 2023



84 85

ISSN 2616–5317. Науковий вісник ПНПУ ім. К. Д. Ушинського. 2023. № 36 ISSN 2616–5317. Науковий вісник ПНПУ ім. К. Д. Ушинського. 2023. № 36

munication, spoken language. A complete presentation of the metalanguage of 
the monolingual description of the linguarium can be seen in the glossary of the 
metalanguage of the description for the speech language system. 

Key words: linguistics, metalanguage, dialectology, speech, speech commu-
nication, linguarium, monosyllabic description. 

Introduction. Meta-language is a special language used to describe and 
analyze another language. In the scientific paradigm, a meta-language is 
used to describe natural human language as a subject of linguistic research, 
i.e. to interpret language as a system. At the same time, a meta-language can 
be seen as a formal system that is studied for its internal properties or as a 
model of external phenomena. 

In the linguistic terminology, the concept of a meta-language is used to 
position a special subject language to describe a particular language system. 
A meta-language allows us to interpret natural human language not lacu-
narly but fluminarily, i.e. with the help of a system of meta-language units of 
linguistics (Тищенко, 2021: 4). 

The meta-language of applied linguistics is based on the same units as 
the language as an object of linguistics, and it is used to describe and ana-
lyze different language systems. The main property of a meta-language as 
a linguistic phenomenon is its binarity: it is a component and a means of 
describing a natural language. The natural language tools of a broader lan-
guage grouping can form the basis of a meta-language for learning another 
natural language, for example, dialect systems. This is what determines top-
icality of suggested study. 

Analysis of recent research and publications. The problems of the de-
scription meta-language belong to the theoretical and methodological 
problems of linguistics. They are described in the works of such linguists as 
O. S. Gerd (Gerd, 2004), N. B. Gvishiani (Gvishiani, 1990), A. P. Zahn-
itko (Загнітко, 2012; Загнітко, 2020), V. L. Ivashchenko (Іващенко, 
2006), O. S. Melnychuk (Мельничук, 1987), R. A. Trifonov (Трифонов, 
2014), O. O. Selivanova (Селіванова, 2006; Селіванова, 2008) and oth-
ers (Лінгводидактика, 2010). O. S. Gerd distinguishes the elements of 
a meta-language among the existing forms of sign representation of sci-
entific knowledge: «1) a code for recording the content of knowledge in 
the form of symbols, words, phrases, sentences, signs of their connection, 
etc.; 2) different types of texts in which scientific knowledge in a particu-
lar language is presented; 3) logical and conceptual system of knowledge; 

4) terminology system» (Gerd, 2004: 30). Modern linguists generally un-
derstand a meta-language as a «second-order» language, secondary, that 
is, one that describes an object language, the object of which is the con-
tent and expression of another language (Алексюк, 2002: 441; Gvishiani, 
1990: 297). 

This range of different interpretations of the meta-language confirms 
the importance of emphasizing its use in the study of a particular language 
system as a unified terminological apparatus in linguistics. The study of dia-
lectography actualized in dialectological descriptions requires the improve-
ment of the research corpus in the direction of descriptive analysis of a par-
ticular language system, and the meta-language of description requires the 
use of general linguistic terminology, which also requires careful distinction 
between the conceptual names of dialect units, because the terms may de-
pend on the researcher’s concept and, depending on this, can be interpreted 
differently. For example, the problem of using terminology in linguistics, 
in particular in dialectology, was once raised by Professor I. H. Matviyas 
(Матвіяс, 1987), who noted that the study of a real language system con-
tributes to the «unification of the description» of the system of linguistic 
concepts, and an in-depth study of dialects may reveal that a dialectal ter-
ritorial unit, which has so far been considered a dialect, actually consists of 
several dialects. Qualifying an idiom as a dialect microsystem, «internation-
al — microdialect» and a dialect as a subdialect in the hierarchy of dialect 
territorial units, Ukrainian linguists traditionally define am idiom only in 
the context of the Ukrainian dialect system. The scientist noted that «the 
practice of scientific work generally requires distinguishing between general 
linguistic and dialectological terminology» (Матвіяс, 1987: 3). Such quali-
fications of linguistic concepts lead to the opposition of free interpretation 
of terms and their codification in the scientific literature. The scholar points 
out the need to distinguish between general linguistic terminology and dia-
lectological terminology, since the use of certain terms by a researcher to 
denote territorial dialect units «may depend on the author’s scientific con-
cept» (Матвіяс, 1987: 6). 

The need for a detailed and comprehensive study of the meta-language, 
i.e. the language used to describe the idiom as a unit of dialectology, and at 
the same time the real language system (linguistics) of one particular lan-
guage group in the context of linguistics, which studies various language-
system variants (Глущенко, Ледняк, Овчаренко, Рябініна, 2011: 8). 
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Nowadays, the issue of the importance of a detailed and compre-
hensive study of the description meta-language is moving into the realm 
of the need for a thorough and comprehensive study of linguistic data, 
which is periodically discussed in academic circles, in particular in the 
field of dialectology (Загнітко, 2012; Загнітко, 2020; 23; Селіванова, 
2008). Thus, Professor P. Yu. Hrytsenko substantiated the basic principles 
of systematic and detailed study of the language-object of dialectological 
research in his report «Ukrainian Dialect Lexics: Reality and Descrip-
tion (Some Aspects)» at the International Scientific Conference «Dialect 
Lexics: Lexicological, Lexicographic and LinguoGeographical Aspects» 
at Hlukhiv Pedagogical University (Гриценко, 2005) — established a 
strategy of specialization in the field of scientific research, taking into ac-
count the variety of scientific methods and introduced a systematic ap-
proach to the specifics of dialectological research. Kyiv) (Ткачук, 2018: 
156) — convincingly argued the basic principles of systematic detailing of 
the language-object of research in the field of dialectology, in particular, 
he defined the strategy of specialization of studies, the variability of scien-
tific methods and research paradigms, systematic approach to the study of 
dialect and further interpretation of dialectal material (Ганич, Олійник, 
1985; Українська мова, 2011; Громко, 2020

b
). Such an impetus to revise 

the meta-language of the research apparatus and scientific experience in 
interpreting idiom is important for research in dialectology and linguistics 
in general. 

The purpose of this study is to examine the concept of meta-language in 
the context of a monolingual description of an idiom as a real language sys-
tem. This study depends on the availability of relevant meta-language units 
in linguistic science, since the meta-language is an important tool for lin-
guistic description and analysis of various linguistic phenomena. The prob-
lem lies in the lack of previous research in this area, i.e., in the fact that the 
meta-language of monolingual description is considered as a fundamentally 
new aspect of the study. 

Results. The compendium of the definition of a meta-language is re-
duced to the following points: 1) it is a special type of language used to de-
scribe, analyze and explain the properties of a particular language system, 
as well as to describe the system of languages in general (Літературознавча 
енциклопедія, 2007; Мала філологічна енциклопедія, 2007); 2) a 
meta-language contains general linguistic terms that are used in different 

languages, as well as special narrowly focused linguistic terms (Голянич, 
Стефурак, 2011: Трифонов, 2014). 

Such principles prompted us to emphasize the meaning of the meta-
language concept and verify its application based on the materials of the 
study of the dialect linguarium. Great importance is attached to the use of 
a unified terminological apparatus in linguistics, as well as the need for a 
clear distinction between meta-language units, which can contribute to the 
improvement of scientific research in the field of both dialectology and lin-
guistics in general. According to F. S. Batsevych, «the meta-language for 
describing linguistic phenomena should be unified and comprehensive» 
(Бацевич, 2010: 42). The description of a language system is usually based 
on linguistic terminology, which is a typical metalinguistic phenomenon. 

The meta-language is based on the fundamental concepts of description 
and has a separate meta-language branch that covers up linguistic termi-
nology and methodological concepts of monographic linguistic description. 
The meta-language of description takes into account and rethinks not only 
the achievements of linguists in this field, but also updates the analysis of the 
main trends in terminological thought and linguistic and methodological 
principles of studying language systems. The main goal of the description 
meta-language is to create a single, comprehensive glossary for the idiom 
language system, which will contain all the necessary linguistic terms and 
methodological concepts for a complete monographic study of the idiom 
(Громко, 2020

а
). 

In the scientific paradigm, the functional purpose of a meta-language is 
to describe natural human language as a subject of linguistic research, i.e. 
to interpret language as a system, and thus to interpret it meta-linguisti-
cally. Axiomatic in such a linguistic as linguistic-systems interpretation of 
a meta-language is its initial mathematical definition based on logical in-
terpretation: a formal system can be formulated and studied for its internal 
properties or it can be intended as a description (i.e., a model) of external 
phenomena. Therefore, a meta-language can be considered as a formal sys-
tem that can be studied for its internal properties or as a model of external 
phenomena. 

A meta-language in linguistics is a formalized sign system used to de-
scribe spoken and written language. This concept was introduced by rep-
resentatives of the formal school and used by R. Jacobson and poststruc-
turalists. Without the use of a meta-language, it is impossible to automate 
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language operations, i.e. it is a necessary «object of cognitive and computer 
linguistics, which are based on the concept of mental language formulated 
by R. Descartes, developed by M. Marx, J. Wilkins, G. Leibniz, discov-
ered by N. Chomsky and his students (J. Fodor, X. Simon, etc.), reflect-
ed in M. Minsky’s frames, F. Bartlett’s schemas, D. Watz’s scenes, etc.» 
(Літературознавча енциклопедія, 2007). 

Today, a meta-language is a necessary tool for automating language op-
erations and it is an object of cognitive and computational linguistics. The 
meta-language is interpreted as an intermediary between the target language 
and the base language, which is the basis for linguistic interpretation. At the 
same time, the meta-language and the language-object of linguistic descrip-
tion are not opposed but coexist on equal terms. A meta-language can be 
considered a language of linguistics, which is characterized by a complete 
set and classification of linguistic knowledge. The binary opposition «lan-
guage-object — language-subject» makes it possible to compare concepts in 
language and ideographic linguistic concepts, language-object and meta-
language of linguistics, which gives grounds to consider the meta-language a 
sufficient tool for linguistic analysis, for example, of a certain natural speech 
as a phenomenon. 

In other words, in the study of natural languages, the meta-language is 
interpreted as an intermediary between the language under study and the 
base language, which is the basis for linguistic interpretation. At the same 
time, the meta-language and the language-object of linguistic description 
are not opposed, but coexist on equal terms. A meta-language can be consid-
ered a language of linguistics, which is characterized by a complete set and 
classification of linguistic knowledge. For example, the meta-language of 
philological research is a certain literary language both as a language-object 
and as a subject of a number of linguistic studies, for example, dialectologi-
cal ones. Such a binary opposition «language-object — language-subject» 
makes it possible to compare concepts in language and ideographic linguis-
tic concepts, language-object and meta-language of linguistics, which gives 
grounds to consider meta-language a sufficient tool for linguistic analysis, 
for example, of a certain natural speech as a phenomenon. 

The emergence of a meta-language leads to the destruction of the stable 
reference of word meanings in traditional linguistic postulates, the update of 
positions of identity and variation of a word within the materially fluctuating 
vocabulary of a particular idiom or stratum of language, etc. 

According to O. O. Selivanova, a meta-language is a formalized se-
miotic code used to describe the semantics and syntax of natural lan-
guages (Селіванова, 2006: 314). The pragmatics of modern meta-lan-
guage research is to use symbolic codes of logic and mathematics, as well 
as codes of mental objects and situations, such as frames and conceptual 
graphs. 

Researchers distinguish several types of correlation between a meta-
language vocabulary and an language object. The first type of relationship 
is identical to the traditional interpretations in the source language, i.e. 
the meta-language uses the same words and interpretations as the natural 
language. The second type has an intersection of meaningful units and in-
terpretations, i.e., the meta-language uses partially shared vocabulary with 
the natural language, but uses it differently. The third type is a fragmen-
tary representation of natural language and meta-language concepts. And 
finally, the fourth type of correlation is the absence of common elements 
between the target language and the meta-language (Ганич, Олійник, 
1985; Голянич, Стефурак, 2011; Іващенко, 2006; Мала філологічна 
енциклопедія, 2007). 

A meta-language is a tool for describing language and is based on the 
philosophy of logical language analysis. Its concepts constitute the linguistic 
composition of linguistic signs and are used to solve philosophical problems, 
linguistic methodology, interdisciplinary linguistic research, the linguistic 
picture of the world and other problematic aspects of modern linguistics. It 
is also noted that the ideographic classification of the linguistic composition 
of linguistic signs is still in its infancy. Elements of the meta-language, such 
as general linguistic and special narrow-sector linguistic terms, are used to 
describe language, including the Ukrainian language. 

The concept of a meta-language is actualized in the linguistic terminol-
ogy as the positioning of a special subject or object language to describe a 
particular language system. The linguistic meta-language allows us to inter-
pret natural human language not lacunarly, but fluminarily, which is deter-
mined by the corresponding system of meta-language units of linguistics. 
The meta-language of applied linguistics is largely built on the basis of the 
same units as the language-object of linguistics. The main property of the 
meta-language as a linguistic phenomenon is a kind of binary: it is both a 
component and a means of describing natural language. Thus, the means 
of a natural language of a broader language grouping (literary stratum) can 
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form the basis of a meta-language for studying another natural language, for 
example, dialect systems. 

In the linguistic terminology, the concept of a meta-language is used 
to position a special subject language to describe a particular language sys-
tem. The meta-language allows us to interpret natural human language not 
according to lacunar approaches, but according to the modern flumenar 
(comprehensive) vision of the scientific picture of the world, i.e., using the 
system of meta-language units of linguistics in the context of the modern 
scientific paradigm. 

The meta-language of applied linguistics is based on the same units as 
the language-object of linguistics, and it is used to describe and analyze vari-
ous language systems. The main property of a meta-language as a linguistic 
phenomenon is its binarity: it is a component and a means of describing a 
natural language. The natural language tools of a broader language group-
ing can form the basis of a meta-language for learning another natural lan-
guage, such as dialect systems. 

According to I. G. Matviyas (Матвіяс, 1987: 6), the use of terminology 
in linguistics, in particular in dialectology, for the study of a real language 
system contributes to the “unification of the description” of the system of 
linguistic concepts, and an in-depth study of dialects is provided by an ar-
bitrary interpretation of terms and their codification in the scientific litera-
ture. We adhere to the position that it is necessary not to distinguish between 
general linguistic terminology and dialectological terminology, but rather 
to unite meta-languages into a general linguistic cluster dedicated to the 
description of language systems. The basis of this metalinguistic approach 
is not the separation of dialectology, but the statement of its inseparability 
from linguistics, which is one of its layers. In the field of linguistics, the 
names of dialectological units cannot depend only on the author’s scientific 
concept, but are subject to general scientific linguistic codification. 

In the context of our study (Громко, 2021
b
), idiomology focuses on the 

study of language in the format in which it is actually used in the spoken 
language of a community that has its own specific localization or belongs 
to a particular social group. The main goal of idiomology is to reveal the 
linguistic features of specific dialectal language systems: studying their sys-
tem and structure, lexical and grammatical phenomena, phraseological ex-
pressions, etc. — everything, that characterizes an idiom as an independent 
linguistic phenomenon. Idiomology, introduced by us into scientific circu-

lation (Громко, 2021
b
: 71), is a scientific discipline aimed at a complete, 

language-systemic study of a dialect — its linguistics, consisting of language 
and speech units that exist in the oral ontological representation of idiom 
communication. 

Our study (Громко, 2021
а
) is based on a monoidiom linguarium to de-

scribe language data. A monoidiom lingual is a systematic description of a 
real language, which includes lexical, grammar and other linguistic char-
acteristics used within a particular monoidiom corpus (Громко, 2020

а
: 

Ткачук, 2018). Therefore, in the presented experience, the idiomological 
aspect focuses on a detailed analysis of the linguistics of a real idiom, which 
is a typical linguistic expression for a particular social-cultural community, 
the smallest territorial association of speakers. Our verification of research 
in this area includes the collection and analysis of speech samples, observa-
tion of communicative situations, and the application of linguistic analysis 
methods to identify both the features of the idiom and model its lingual 
based on the reflection of the multifaceted linguistic variations that occur at 
different language levels or depending on the socio-cultural context. Aware-
ness of the various aspects of the idiom studied in idiomology contributes to 
a deeper understanding of linguistic phenomena, the development of lin-
guistic theories, and makes an important contribution to the general science 
of language. 

The terminological system of idiomology differs from other linguistic 
disciplines, which explains the focus on specific linguistic features of the 
idiom that may differ from other language forms. The meta-language of 
monoidiom description allows, for example, dialectologists to use the the-
ory of real descriptive analysis in context of the theory of complete and ac-
curate description of linguistic features of an idiom, thus extending dialec-
tographic description to idiomatic description. The latter helps to preserve 
the distinction between language forms in different localities and among 
different groups of people. In this vein, idiomology as a science of idiom 
uses the meta-language of monoidiom description to accurately describe 
the linguistic features of the idiom and preserve the differences between dif-
ferent linguistic forms. 

The meta-language used in the context of idiomology is used to describe 
in detail the linguistic characteristics of the idiom and to preserve the dif-
ferences between different linguistic forms. Therefore, the meta-language 
arsenal of concepts contributes to the accurate description of both differ-



92 93

ISSN 2616–5317. Науковий вісник ПНПУ ім. К. Д. Ушинського. 2023. № 36 ISSN 2616–5317. Науковий вісник ПНПУ ім. К. Д. Ушинського. 2023. № 36

ent language forms and narrow-lingual features of the idiom that preserve 
the differences between different linguistic and speech forms of its expres-
sion. Within the framework of idiomology, the meta-language of monoidiom 
description is used to understand and describe dialect lingualss as integral, 
unique and internally consistent linguistic formations. This allows us to 
identify and consider the usage features of the idiom that distinguish it from 
the standard language or other dialects. The meta-language of monoidiom 
description uses the so-called special language system, which allows us to 
consider a dialect as an independent language system with all its features and 
characteristics. A detailed linguistic analysis of a dialect allows us to identify 
its unique features and differences from the standard language, as well as to 
determine the specific features inherent in this particular type of lingual. 

The use of the meta-language of monoidiom description helps to achieve 
accuracy and detail in the description of the idiom and preserve the pecu-
liarities of this language form in comparison with other language variants. 
It allows you to consider the idiom as an independent language system with 
its own grammatical, lexical, and phonetic features. A meta-language helps 
to avoid generalizations and simplifications that can arise when describing 
a dialect in general linguistic terms and allows you to focus on specific fea-
tures and differences. 

Thus, the essence of the meta-language of real monoidiom descriptive 
analysis is that it helps to reveal the uniqueness and peculiarities of an idiom 
as a language form, preserving its identity and distinguishing it from other 
language variants. Using a meta-language to study an idiom allows us to un-
derstand and explore its deep structure and its various linguistic resources. 
The idiomatic terminological system as a whole in terms of descriptive lin-
guistic data (as compared to dialectographic and monographic description) 
has its own specificity, which distinguishes its meta-language, on the one 
hand, from descriptive dialectological and Ukrainian linguistic terminol-
ogy, on the other hand, as an element of the meta-language for describing 
the Ukrainian language, as well as a sub-element of the meta-language of 
linguistics. Based on the theory of real descriptive analysis of a natural lan-
guage system, the meta-language of monoidiom description directs the nar-
row-sectoral vector of idiomology to the positioning of the dialect lingual. 
A monoidiom lingual is a systematic description of a real language, which 
includes lexics, grammar and other linguistic characteristics used within a 
certain monoidiom corpus. 

The description of an idiom is based on monoidiom lingual, which is a 
complex process of scientific and cognitive activity in the modern linguistic 
paradigm. The meta-language of monoidiom descriptive analysis requires 
updating the system of basic principles and special methods of linguistic 
research, methodology of idiom description with a clearly planned organi-
zation and research apparatus. 

The meta-language of monoidiom description contains central and uni-
versal categories that can be used in studies of different language systems. 
Thus, the meta-language is an important tool for language research and 
can be used to analyze various linguistic phenomena. The meta-language 
includes general linguistic terms and concepts that help to describe the lan-
guage system of a dialect. 

Nowadays, linguistic science needs a meta-language as a set of special 
terminology classified in a certain way, which corresponds to the methods 
and theoretical approaches used in research. Dialectology is dominated by 
certain linguistic paradigms that determine the subject of research and its 
methods. In general, the linguistic scientific paradigm needs to update its 
meta-language in such a way that, in accordance with linguistic theories 
and approaches, it would be able to present in a certain glossary the research 
apparatus and methodological nominations of a set of theoretical princi-
ples of analysis, as well as methods, techniques for processing the analyzed 
material, names of language units, etc. Unfortunately, due to a number of 
methodological problems, its components have not yet been definitively de-
termined either numericaly or qualitatively. 

The main linguistic paradigms used by dialectologists are descriptive, 
comparative, structural, functional, cognitive and the paradigm of syner-
gistic determinism (Зеленько, 2008: 134). In addition, each of them within 
the dialectological doctrines of a national scientific doctrine or a separate 
linguistic school is represented by «a set of linguistic categories that define 
the subject, and hence the problem of research, and a set of research and 
operational procedures» (Зеленько, 2010: 313). In Ukrainian dialectology, 
the synchronic and linguo-geographical aspects have always been domi-
nant, and in some cases the diachronic aspect, sometimes combined with 
the area one. 

The dialectographic approach to the description of a dialect is being re-
thought in terms of its newest positioning as a separate language system. 
This means that the study of the idiom is aimed at a complete monographic 
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description rather than at a differential representation of its linguistic units 
and phenomena in the language system in accordance with dialectological 
traditions. 

Originality. Ukrainian dialectological terminology does not always en-
sure the completeness of the meta-language and the descriptive character-
ization of all language levels. This approach helps to describe the dialect in 
detail at all language levels. Therefore, a complete monographic description 
of an idiom requires complementary linguistic terminology and method-
ological concepts of monographic linguistic description: 

Idiom is a local variety of a language that is used in a community of 
speakers limited to a single locality and has specific ethnographic features. 
An idiom is a real unit of linguistic and ethnographic division and describes 
a set of linguistic and ethnographic boundaries on a map. The idiom has sys-
temic features similar to a language system and is organized at the language 
level with a hierarchical structure. 

Idiom community is a society of idiom speakers that is closely intercon-
nected and has a holistic linguistic picture of the world. 

Idiom speaker is a linguistic personality who is a member of a dialect 
community of a geographically limited idiom society and has peculiari-
ties of role behavior and an epistemological base consisting of traditional 
knowledge of the villager and experience of rural life. 

Idiom communication is communication within the framework of the 
idiom discourse, which includes universal, general language, as well as oral 
and dialectal features. 

Idiom language is the complete composition of the language of a par-
ticular idiom, represented in the speech of its speakers, which includes both 
common and various linguistic features, phenomena, and units. 

Language of idioms is a generalized set of idiom features, phenomena, 
and units as a representation of individual idioms within a dialect language. 
However, any dialectal phenomenon that has a reliable certification (an 
indication of the idiom in which it is recorded) can be qualified not as a 
general dialect phenomenon, but as one that has an idiom-specific address. 
Within the framework of evidential linguistics, such a scientific requirement 
will not allow the introduction of empirical material with the generalized 
label “dialectal” when it comes to a specific idiom lamguage. 

These basic concepts show that the meta-language of monoidiom descrip-
ton has a multidimensional complexity. With the help of linguistic theory, it 

is possible to evaluate the speech and language repertoire of the idiom lingual 
with greater accuracy, reliability, and validity. Idiom is a functional language 
system that has its own peculiar phonetic, grammatical, word-formation, and 
lexical features. Each level has its own significance in its hierarchical structure. 
On the other hand, an idiom is a systemic unit of language that has contrasts 
and correlations that are manifested only in the speech of speakers of one 
idiom. Dialectologists often study idioms as an object of research, considering 
linguistic phenomena against the background of other idioms of the region. 

Idiom lingual is a set of elements of the language system used by the 
speakers of that idiom. Each element of the idiom lingual has its own self-
sufficient significance and can be used in a certain segment of the utterance, 
taking into account its environment and position relative to other elements. 
For example, if a certain word is used in the idiom, it means that in a certain 
context this word has its own meaning and function in speech. For a more 
accurate description of the dialect linguistics, researchers analyze the dis-
tribution of elements, i.e., they observe in which contexts and with which 
other elements they are used. This allows us to better understand the struc-
ture and function of speech elements within a given idiom. 

Conclusions. A meta-language is a special type of language used to de-
scribe and explain the properties of a particular language system, as well 
as to describe the language system as a whole. A meta-language contains 
general linguistic terms that are used in different languages, as well as special 
narrowly focused linguistic terms. 

The description of a language system is usually based on linguistic termi-
nology, which is a typical metalinguistic phenomenon. The meta-language 
is based on the fundamental concepts of descriptions and has a separate 
meta-language branch that covers linguistic terminology and methodologi-
cal concepts of monographic linguistic description. 

The meta-language takes into account and rethinks not only the achieve-
ments of linguists in this field, but also updates the analysis of the main 
trends in terminological thought and linguistic and methodological prin-
ciples of studying language systems. The main goal of the meta-language is 
to create a single, comprehensive glossary for the idiom language system, 
which will contain all the necessary linguistic terms and methodological 
concepts for a complete monographic study of the idiom. 

The meta-language is intended to describe not only the system of a 
particular language, but also serves as a tool for descriptive analysis of the 
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properties of a separate language system — an idiom. In general, there is no 
obvious difference between the meta-language of a monoidiom description 
and the language system of another idiom: its elements are general linguistic 
and special narrow-sector linguistic terms. The basis of the composition of 
the elements of the meta-language of any descriptor is linguistic terminol-
ogy, which is a typical metalinguistic phenomenon in terms of the concepts 
of the theory of real descriptors. The meta-language of monolingual de-
scription, represented by the fundamental concepts of descriptive analysis, 
appears as a separate meta-language branch of the presentation of linguistic 
terminology, as well as a group of methodological concepts of monographic 
linguistic description. The formation of a meta-language, which is a tool 
for a complete monographic study of a dialect, in the totality of its linguis-
tic elements takes into account and rethinks not only the achievements of 
linguists in this field, but also actualizes the analysis of the main trends in 
terminological thought in the paradigmatic aspect and the linguistic and 
methodological foundations of the study of language systems. We see the 
prospect of theoretical comprehension of the meta-language of the idiom 
lingual in the compilation of a glossary of the meta-language of description 
for the idiom language system. 
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АНОТАЦІЯ 
У статті йдеться про дескрипцію лінгварію говірки та про її тео-

ретичне обґрунтування, яке може ґрунтуватися на основних концепту-
альних засадах метамови моноговіркового опису, який включає основні 
концепти теорії реального дескрибування. Метамова застосовується в 
прикладній лінгвістиці для опису інших природних мов, а, на думку автора, 
й окремих говірок. В ідіомології як науці про говірку мовні дані становлять 
певний моноговірковий лінгварій, що відрізняє метамову його опису від 
діалектологічної чи іншого типу лінгвістичної термінології й цим самим 
позиціонує специфіку дескрибування говірки як реальної мовної системи 
в контексті високоорганізованих концептуальних підходів до системи 
мови. Окреслено проблеми метамовного моноговіркового опису, які зна-
ходяться в об’єктиві сучасних теоретичниих та методологічних лінг-
вістичних парадигм, адже метамовою вважається й мова лінгвістики, 
якій властива повна сукупність та класифікація мовознавчих знань. При 
цьому поняття метамови розширюється в діалектології та конкрети-
зується в контексті мовознавства, зосереджуючись на моноговірковому 
описі говірки. Новизна опису говірки полягає в тому, що він заснований на 
моноговірковому лінгварії, який є складним процесом науково-пізнавальної 
діяльності в сучасній лінгвістичній парадигмі. Метамова моноговіркового 

дескрибування потребує оновлення системи вихідних принципів і спеці-
альних методів лінгвістичного дослідження, методології опису говірки за 
чітко спланованою організацією та дослідницьким апаратом. Акцент на 
важливості аналізу говірколінгварію полягає при цьому на укладанні ме-
тамови моноговіркового опису, яка містить центральні та універсальні 
категорії, що можуть бути використані в дослідженнях різних мовних 
систем: загальнолінгвістичні терміни та поняття (говірка, говірконосій), 
а також доповнені та увиразнені методологічні концепти моноговірково-
го лінгвоопису: говіркова спільнота, говіркова комунікація, говіркова мова. 
Повна презентація метамови моноговіркового опису лінгварію бачиться в 
глосарії метамови опису для мовної системи говірки. 

Ключові слова: лінгвістика, метамова, діалектологія, говірка, говір-
кова комунікація, лінгварій, моноговіркова дескрипція. 
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АНОТАЦІЯ 
Стаття присвячена вивченню народних назв боліт на Волині. Зібрані 

автором та опубліковані у словнику народні назви боліт відображають 
специфіку сприйняття їх місцевим населенням і відношення до них, а та-
кож містять важливу інформацію про характеристики та особливості 
боліт. Дослідження таких назв може сприяти збереженню культурної 
спадщини, пов’язаної з природними об’єктами, збагаченню наукової тер-
мінології та розумінню лексико-семантичних особливостей мовної карти-
ни світу. Ці назви можуть містити цінну інформацію про місцеві умови, 
рослинний світ, географічні особливості та екологічний статус боліт, що 
сприяє глибшому розумінню зв’язку між людиною та природним середови-
щем. Крім того, народні назви боліт можуть слугувати додатковим дже-
релом інформації для класифікації та ідентифікації різних типів боліт на 
Волинському Поліссі, а також виявлення місцевих термінологічних варі-
ацій та особливостей. Лінгвістичний підхід допомагає виявити місцеві 
термінологічні варіації та особливості, які відображаються в лексичному 
складі та семантиці. Проведене дослідження є актуальним для розуміння 
лексичного фонду, лінгвістичного розмаїття та культурного спадщини, 
пов’язаної з тельмографією Волині. 

Галузь функціонування, семантичні зрушення та особливості значен-
ня народних тельмографічних термінів упливають на їхнє ареальне поши-
рення. Основу зазначеного класу діалектизмів становлять загальновідомі 
терміни, переважно праслов’янського походження, які мають широкі се-
мантичні можливості. У дослідженому ареалі народні географічні термі-
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