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The research is devoted to studying one of the most critical moral and ethical value categories — the concept GOOD,
which manifests in the desire to perform good and valuable actions to harmonize relationships between people and nature.
The study aims to understand this moral and ethical category not only in a constantly changing world but also under the
influence of scientific thought, reason and the transition of civilization to a fundamentally new system — the noosphere.
A system in which the task is set under the influence of scientific planetary thought to create a new type of person — a per-
son of the noosphere: free, independent, on the one hand, and at the same time decent, virtuous, with stable moral virtues.
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Etymological versions of the probable origin of the name of the concept GOOD are presented, namely I.-E. root
*ghedh-, which had the primary meaning “to unite, to be united”, Proto-Germanic form *gdda, which had the meaning
“appropriate, worthy, suitable”, from which, in particular, Gothic gops “good” was formed. These related forms reflected a
ritual in which the name of the God, who was addressed, was significant and which appeared in people's imagination at
that time in the form of a ripe harvest as material gifts from him. The commented etymological transitions define the dia-
chronic core, in which philosophical and religious concepts such as soul and spirit were formed due to their sacralization
first in the mythological sphere and later in the monotheistic and Christian ones.

The article studies the semantic structure of the modern English-language lexical unit good, its specialization in philo-
sophical, ethical and religious spheres, and the actualization of the moral and value component presented in explanatory
lexicographic and terminological sources. The component analysis made it possible to identify the integral semes “moral”
and “spiritual qualities”, “a certain standard”, “reason”, “ability”, “authority”, “skill”, and “real” with the arch-seme “moral and
spiritual value”.

The implementation of the formation of the noosphere doctrine should be sought in the philosophical, religious and,
above all, moral and ethical spheres. In those areas, the essential category is the concept GOOD. The fundamental com-
ponents of noosphere doctrine — reason, scientific knowledge about the essence of things — can create a society domi-
nated by dignity, harmony, good and prosperity.

Key words: semantic structure, value category Good, scientific knowledge, noosphere doctrine.

[ocnigpKeHHs NPUCBAYEHO BMBYEHHIO OOHIET 3 HAWBAXMBILLMX MOParbHUX Ta €TUYHMX LHHICHUX KaTeropin — KOH-
uenty JOBPO, wo BUSABNAETLCS Yy NparHeHHi 40 34iNCHEHHS JOOpUX Ta KOPUCHMX Aif, rapMOHi3auii He Tinbku B3aemo-
BiAHOCWH MiX NtogbMu1, a 1 Takox 3 npupogoto. MeToro AoCniIKeHHS € YABNEeHHS Npo AaHy MopasibHO-eTUYHY KaTeropito
He TiNbKK B NOCTIHO MIHNWBOMY CBITi, HO 1 Nif BNAMBOM HayKOBOT AYMKW, pO3yMy Ta nepexogy uusinizauii B IpMHLMNOBO
HOBY cucTeMy — Hoocdepy. CucTemy, B SIKi CTaBUTLCSA 3aBAAHHS, Mif BNMBOM HAyKOBOI MNaHeTapHOi AYMKWU, CTBOPEHHS
HOBOTO TUMY NIOANHMW — NIOANHW HOOCEPW: BiNbHOI, HE3anEeXHOI, 3 ogHoro 6oky, i BogHovac gobponopaaHoi, fobpoyec-
HOI, i3 CTIKUMW MOPanbHUMK YECHOTaMMU.

MNpeacTaBneHo eTMMONOriYHi Bepcii iMOBIpHOro noxogeHHs imeHi koHuenty GOOD, a came i.-€. kopeHb *ghedh-, wWwo
MaB nepLuo3HaveHHs “06’egHyBaTn, 6yTn 06’egHaHMM”, n.-repm. oopma *goda, Wo Mana 3HaveHHs “BianoBigHWM, rigHWin,
npuaaTHUIA®, BiO SIKOI, 30KpeMa, yTBOpUIIOCs roT. gops “xopowmii”. 3asHadveHi cnopigHeHi hopmu Bigobpaxanu putyan,
B IKOMY Ha3BMYanHO BaxnueuMm Byno iM'a bora, 4o SKoro 3BepTanucs i Skuin 3’aBnsSBCS B YSIBi TOAILLHIX Niogen y Burnagi
AOCTUINOro BpoOXato Sk MaTepianbHUX Aapis Big Hboro. [MpoKoMeHTOBaHi eTMMONOriYHi Nepexoayn BU3HaYaloTh AiaxpoHHe
A0p0, B AKOMY hinocoChbki 1 penirinHi NOHATTS, K AyLua i Ayx chopMyBanuncs BHaACcMigoK ix cakpanisauii cnepiuy B Migo-
NOriYHin cepi, a 3rogoM i B MOHOTEIUHIN | XPUCTUAHCBKIN.

HocnigpkeHo npeactaBneHy y TAyMayHUX NeKCMKorpadpiyHux i TEPMIHONOMYHUX [MKepenax CeMaHTUYHY CTPYKTypy
Cy4acHOI aHrmMiNnCbKOMOBHOI NNEKCUYHOT oauMHMLI good, T cneuianisadito y dpinocodcbkmx, eTUYHUX Ta penirinHmx cdepax,
akTyanisauito MoparbHO-LiHHICHOrO KOMMOHeHTa. NpoBefeHNn KOMNOHEHTHUI aHani3 4O3BOMUB BUAIMUTU iHTerpanbHi
CEMM «MOparbHi» i «4yX0BHi SKOCTi», «NEBHWNI CTAHAAPT», KPO3YM», «34ATHICTbY, KABTOPUTETHICTbY, «BMIHHSI», «CMpaBX-
Hii» 3 apXicemolo «MopasibHO-AYX0BHa LiHHICTbY.

Peanisauito doopmyBaHHS HOOCKEPHOI LOKTPUHM HaNexwTb WykaTtu y dinocodckkin, penirivHin i, Hacamnepes,
MoparnbHO-eTM4HIN cdepax. Came B TMx cdhepax, Ae kno4oBoto KaTteropieto i € noHaTTs JJOBPO. 3acagHuyi cknagHuku
HooCEPHOT JOKTPUHU— PO3YM, HAYKOBI 3HAHHSA NPO CYTHICTb peyeit — 34aTHi CTBOPUTU CYCNiNbCTBO, B SIKOMY JOMIHYIOTb
rigHiCTb, rapMOHisi, 4O6PO i NPOLBITAHHS.

KniouoBi cnoBa: cemaHTU4Ha CTPyKTypa, UiHHicHa kaTeropis [JOBPO, HaykoBe 3HaHHS, HOOChepHa AOKTpUHa.

Problem statement. In the modern world, one of Overview of resources and tools. The means
the most important moral, ethical and value category  of expressing the value category and its essence are
is GOOD, which manifests itself in a deliberate and  covered in many foreign scientific works (U. Labov,
sincere desire to carry out valuable actions, establish ~ N. Rescher [17], M. Rokeach [18], Sh. Schwartz
good, humanize and harmonize relationships notonly ~ [19]) and Ukrainian scientists (G. Prikhodko [8],
between people but also with nature, has received T. Kosmeda [5], O. Haliman [9], Zh. Krasnobaeva-
its new actualization. Moreover, with the increasing  Chernaya [6]). Values, the world's value picture, are
trends of globalization in the world, society is facing  based on understanding them as a system of moral
political, economic, environmental and, most impor-  values and ethical norms concerning religious,
tantly, moral crises and challenges. legal and moral norms and codes. The anthropo-

Modern anthropo-oriented linguistics does not  centric principle of modern linguistics has brought
stand aside. In its broad interdisciplinary areas, it  scientists back to studying the "soul of language"
continues to explore the issue of revealing the mech-  (E. Karpilovska) through its reflection on the value
anisms of the process of categorizing the phenom-  system of each ethnic group.
ena of the surrounding reality by representatives of Value conceptosphere (axioconceptosphere) is
various societies, because of which specific catego-  the result of the conceptualization of the most impor-
ries are formed, the most problematic of which is the  tant meanings of the existence of an ethnic group
category of values. The concept Good is an essential ~ and their expression in the form of concepts that
component of the axioconceptosphere of any linguis-  are primitive for this community and its individual.
tic and cultural society. It is essential to note the importance of the need to
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study the axiosphere in its relation to the noosphere
(P. T. de Chardin, V. V. Vernadskyi [1;2], E. Leroy,
R. Jimerson, R. V. Vasko [20]) to understand modern
transformations in the moral and ethical evolution of
humanity as a whole, where the expansion of global-
ization, on the one hand, actualized the intercultural
dialogue and, as a result, the processes of unification.
On the other hand, it contributed to the aggravation of
issues of the national consciousness of each nation.

This leads to the logical conclusion that values,
and in particular the value category of good, as the
most important result of a person's understanding of
the world, are not only conceptual but also linguistic
categories that can be identified by linguistic param-
eterization or diagnosis. This diagnosis is carried out
using the diachronic method of studying the original
value constant, encoded in the Indo-European and
Proto-Germanic primary meanings of the name of
the concept GOOD. On a synchronic level, we use
component and distributive analysis, which helps to
identify modern seme components, lexico-semantic
variants of the name of the GOOD concept.

The purpose of the article is to reveal how the
moral and ethical category GOOD is represented not
just in a constantly changing world but also under the
influence of scientific thought, reason and the tran-
sition of civilization to a new (different) state — the
noosphere. Scientific thought and reason can harmo-
nize society and give an impetus (activate) the moral
qualities of society in this new worldview system.
This study considers the concept GOOD in a cultural
and ethical context to identify trends in interpreting
this crucial concept. This involves studying the issue
in diachronic and synchronic aspects of developing
the semantic content of the name concept GOOD.

Results and discussions. Since the time of
Ancient Greece, the conceptual value triad — “truth,
good, beauty” — has gradually come into philosophi-
cal use. Nevertheless, at that time, it was not clearly
understood and differentiated. In the Middle Ages,
on the one hand, there was a reassessment of ancient
classical values. On the other, together with the nor-
mative regulators of social relations, religious values
begin to play a unique role, combining the values of
Truth and good in the idea of God. In the Renaissance,
Man was elevated to the rank of the highest value
sanctioned by God himself. However, at that time,
there were tendencies to separate arguments about
moral values. However, the general cultural value
dominants (such as GOOD) have not yet been real-
ized scientifically, and the concept “value” has not
acquired a philosophical categorical status.

The concept of Pascal was important for develop-
ing the problem of values in the XVII century. His
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philosophical reasoning defends the cognitive, emo-
tional and evaluative essence of the nature of values.
The scientist assumed that values are not abstract
sentimentality or purely subjective fantasy but a
unique ability of judgment (it is the cognitive nature
of values). First, the philosopher was interested in
moral values, then aesthetic, political and legal val-
ues. Pascal puts religious values above moral values,
highlighting the main one among the latter-“holiness”
[3, p. 241-243].

The age of Enlightenment actualized new values:
reason, free will, practical use, science, and prog-
ress. Intensive development of interest in values is
observed at the end of the XVIII century, thanks to
the philosophical system of I. Kant. The ancient axi-
ological triad “truth, good and beauty” is transformed
into independent philosophical disciplines. Thus, the
axiological concept of good is reflected in ethics,
where the will strives for its goal — to be good. I. Kant
connects the category of “value” with the concept of
culture, the essence of which is the social value of a
person as a whole”. The dominant feature for him is
morality as the highest value of a person's character,
which begins with duty [4, p. 237].

The concept GOOD within the mythological sys-
tem did not have literal markers and names, and their
original semantics was syncretic and cosmogonic.

As for the primary semantisation of the diachronic
and value core of the concept GOOD, the etymol-
ogy of the name shows that the ethnic constants,
formed in their semantic structure, reflected the ideas
of Indo-Europeans about unity, collective actions,
primarily for communication with deities in order to
gain patronage and as a result of the manifestation
of good to those who turn to them during the ritual
(these were the original value ideas about good).
Later they were transformed into a symbol of spiri-
tual and religious unity. That was a unity with the
Absolute God, who is the “Truth”.

In the «Indogermanisches etymologisches
Worterbuch» by Yu. Pokorny, the lexeme good
has an Indo-European nature and reaches the root
*ghedh-, which had the primary meaning “to unite,
to be united”, “to bind” [16, p. 1068], whose seman-
tic transitions can be traced in Old Indian gadhyas
“someone who should be held tight”, gadhitas “com-
pressed”, in Old English geedeling “friend”, (ge)gada
“friend, husband”, geador, to geeddere “together”,
gadrian, geed(e)rian “collect(s)”, in Gothic lan-
guage gadiligs “cousin”, in German language Gatte
“husband”, which are directly derived from Proto-
Germanic *goda, which had the meaning “appropri-
ate, worthy, suitable”, from which in Gothic language
gops “good” was formed.
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These versions should be presented as a cognitive
and matrix formula, which reflects the idea of Indo-
Europeans about the need for collective survival
(unity for hunting, military operations, and above
all, for harvesting and collective performance of
the ritual sacrifice to God for the excellent weather,
thanks to which a good harvest has matured on time.
It is a way to comment on etymological transitions
between genetically related forms: Indo-European
*ghedh- and Proto-Germanic *goda.

Etymological versions of these genetically related
forms: Indo-European *ghedh- and Proto-Germanic
*goda reflect a ritual in which the name of God is
significant. People turned to God, and in the people's
imagination of that time, he appeared as a ripe harvest
as a material gift.

The original meaning of the Indo-European root
*ohu - to, *ghut- is “what is called”, as well as the
Indo-European root *gheu(e)- “to call, beg”, and
also “sacrificial animal offered to the deity” and
their semantic transitions first to the Proto-Germanic
form *guthan and later to Old Saxon, Old Frisian,
Dutch god, Old High German got, German Gott and
their meaning “supreme being, deity”.

These and many other semantic transitions are
argued in the “Etymological dictionary of Germanic
languages” by V. V. Levitsky, and the researcher notes
that the Indo-European root *ghuto- calls the deity
as “one who is summoned in a ritual to perform a
miracle”, but his Proto-Germanic derivative *guda -
has already the direct meaning “God” [7].

These concise etymological versions of the origin
of the name concept GOOD are necessary to reveal
its diachronic core, where such moral, philosophical,
ethical and religious concepts as soul and spirit were
formed as a result of their sacralization first in the
mythological sphere and later in the monotheistic and
Christian.

In modern explanatory dictionaries «Oxford
Advanced Learner’s Dictionary», «Longman
Dictionary of Contemporary English», «New
Webster’s dictionary and Thesaurus of the English
Language», «Oxford Learner’s Dictionary»,
«Merriam-Webster Dictionary and Thesaurus» the
following main meanings of the register word good
(as noun and adjective) are presented: 1. that which
is morally right; 2. profit, benefit, advantage; 3. use,
value, worth; 4. high quality or an acceptable stan-
dard; 5. pleasant; that you enjoy or want; 6. sensible,
logical or strongly supporting what is being discussed;
7. showing or getting approval or respect; 8. able to
do something well; 9. able to use something or deal
with people; 10. morally right; behaving in a way that
is morally right; something conforming to the moral
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order of the universe; 11. following strictly a set of
rules or principles; 12. willing to help; kind to other
people; 13. behaving well or politely; 14. healthy or
strong [15; 12; 14, p. 411; 13].

Based on the noun-adjective semantic structure of
the word good presented in dictionary sources, we
can distinguish the following integral elements:

1) seme 'moral qualities' is represented by the
following meanings “good”, “decent”, “virtuous”,

“good people”, “well-mannered”;
2)seme 'spiritual  qualities —  meaning
“righteousness”;

3) seme 'sufficient’ — in the meaning “complete”,
“completed”; in quantitative terms — “large”, “sig-
nificant”, “at least not less than”;

4) seme 'which is characterized by certain quali-
ties' — in the meaning “experienced”, “qualified”,
“skilled”, “effective”;

5) seme 'pleasure' — in the meaning “pleasant”,
“funny”, “interesting”;

6) seme 'certain standard/quality' — in the mean-
ing “suitable”, “appropriate”, “high-quality”, “favor-
able”, “healthy”.

Analyzing the semantic shifts of the original
meaning of the lexeme good (Indo — European lan-
guage — Proto-Germanic language — Old English —
Middle English — Modern English), we assume that
seme ‘moral qualities’ with its lexico-semantic vari-
ants “good”, “piety”, “good people”, “educated” is
probably a semantic transition of the original meaning
1) “appropriate, worthy, suitable” Proto-Germanic
forms *gdda and later its semantic continuants “god-
like (divine) man”, “merciful man”, recorded for the
Old English form god. The latter meaning developed
in 1200 and was transformed into the meaning of
“educated” in the modern period.

The meaning “good”/“virtuous” is also the result
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of the semantic transitions “righteous”, “pious”, “vir-
tuous”, and “virtue”.
The lexico-semantic variant “righteousness”

is developed due to the narrowing of the meaning
towards specialization and concretization in connec-
tion with its use in the religious and Christian sphere,
actualizing in the semantic structure of the modern
lexeme good a moral and ethical value component.
This component is associated with the moral virtues
of a person: the correct, appropriate and God-pleasing
life of a person, the sources of which reach the original
meaning of the “higher deity” of the Proto-Germanic
form *guthan. This root has been preserved in the Old
English form god, and at the same time, it has been
specified in the lexico-semantic variant “the likeness
of God”, “God-like (divine) person”, “righteous”,

“pious”, “virtuous”. Based on further observations
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of the development of the semantic structure of the
lexeme good, we make another important assumption
that the analyzed lexico-semantic variant is directly
related to the meaning “God”, which is reconstructed
for the Proto-Germanic form *guota.

The religious component of the meanings “good,
righteous, pious” concerning man and God has been
updated in Old English and in relation to actions —
since the mid-14th century.

Of course, the value category “good” was mental-
ized in the minds of the British as a valuable moral
and ethical concept, through the prism of which all
other moral notions began to be interpreted. It is
confirmed in the dictionary “Oxford Companion of
Philosophy”, which abstractly connects “good” with
everything that manifests moral virtue on the back-
ground of other good. According to such interpreta-
tion, we assume that the absolute good, taking into
account its first meanings, is the value that fully satis-
fies the needs (vital, social and spiritual) and the fate
of a person as the “highest good” (Summum bonum)
[10, p. 348-349]. Moral and ethical (with a religious
component) meanings of “kindness” / “mercy” / “vir-
tue” of the value category “good” are also presented
in the dictionary “Key terms in ethics” [11, p. 43].

The increased interest in studying the axiocon-
ceptosphere in relation to the noosphere is caused by
the need to understand modern transformations in
humanity's moral and ethical evolution. Volodymyr
Vernadskyi is a globally recognized founder of the
modern concept of the biosphere and its separate
section on the transition of the biosphere to the
noosphere. He assumes that the crucial concept of
creating a new geological force in the biosphere
is scientific thought. Scientific thought and mind
are the ability to create good and harmony, to find
an cthically justified solution based on the knowl-
edge gained by science about the nature of things.
It should contribute to the satisfaction of modern
social and natural trends that require equality of all
people. The interests and well-being of all people
are put in the foreground as a real planetary state
task. The transition of the “Society — Nature” sys-

tem from the biosphere to the noosphere requires a
single scientific planetary thought that would cover
all states [1; 2]. Volodymyr Vernadskyi writes that
the widespread formation of scientific thought and
scientific search is “the first basic prerequisite for
the transition of the biosphere to the noosphere”.
For the first time, the task of penetrating knowledge
into all of humanity is set. The solution to this prob-
lem is aimed at understanding the exemplary life,
in particular — good, decency, virtue, moral quali-
ties, good relationships between people, as well as
improving the well-being of the population.

This is a fundamentally new system of world
perception of human development, which requires
a new type of person — a person of the noosphere:
free, independent, but at the same time good, decent,
virtuous and respectable. That person has the virtues
that form the basis of the concept of GOOD and the
development of the semantic meaning of which was
presented above in the diachronic-synchronic section.

Volodymyr Vernadskyi calls on scientists and
all people to save humanity from self-destruction
and end future wars. So, one of the prerequisites for
entering the noosphere is the exclusion of war from
the life of society. Therefore, the implementation of
the problems of noospherization should be sought in
the philosophical and, most importantly, moral and
ethical spheres — precisely those areas where the
critical component is the concept GOOD.

Conclusions. Volodymyr Vernadskyi noted
that history is also the history of creating a new
geological force in the biosphere, namely, scientific
thought, which was a distance in the biosphere before
[2, p- 32-33]. The growth of scientific knowledge is
the basis that creates a new noosphere doctrine. The
implementation of the formation of the noosphere
doctrine should be sought in the philosophical,
religious and, above all, moral and ethical spheres.
In those areas, the essential category is the concept
GOOD. The fundamental components of noosphere
doctrine — reason, scientific knowledge about the
essence of things — can create a society dominated by
dignity, harmony, good and prosperity.
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