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PERSPECTIVE IN LITERATURE:
MULTIDISCIPLINARY GENESIS AND DEVELOPMENT

The article aims at outlining the main stages of interdisciplinary genesis of the perspective in various research paradigms.
The study focuses on the features of perspective in various spheres and their subsequent impact on the development
of the term «perspectivey in linguistics. The term perspective originates in optics. The laws of perspective were formulated
guided by the peculiarities of the visual perception of objects. The research of perspective gained practical significance
in art and architecture where it was looked atas a means of realistic depiction of objects. In philosophy, perspective was
seen as an important part of human knowledge and human perception of life in general. The phenomenological field
of philosophy has studied perspective in close connection with ego and the living body that guide the individual s worldview.
The sociological approach to the study of perspective considers the variability of perspective in relation to the interaction
of the individual with the environment and other individuals, given the simultaneous presence of different perspectives. In
psychology, perspective was studied depending on the assessment, judgment, attributions as well as on the level of empathy
in the interaction of individuals. Perspective became the subject of linguistic research in the XIX century, initially in
narratology and later in stylistics, semiotics, cognitive linguistics and discourse analysis. Research in philosophy,
sociology and psychology has influenced the study of perspective in linguistics, especially in literature in the context
of the characters interpretation of the world and situation, determining the perspective of characters based on their
assessment of the situation, personal judgments or depending on the interaction with other characters.

Key words: perspective, point of view, angle of vision.

HOnia ITUC

acnipanm, suxkiaday kagpeopu ninesicmuku ma nepexiady, Kuiscokuii ynisepcumem imeni bBopuca I pinuenka,
Incmumym ¢hinonoeii, eyn. Tumowenxo, 13b, Kuis, Yxpaina, 04212

ORCID: 0000-0003-0997-8438

Bioaiorpagiununii onuc crarri: [{uc, 0. (2021). 'ere3a Ta po3BUTOK TEPMiIHY «IEPCIIEKTUBAY:
MUKIUCUUIUTIHADHUN — TiaXian.  Axkmyanvni  numanus — iHozemuoi  inonoeii, 14, 118-124,
doi: https://doi.org/10.32782/2410-0927-2021-14-19

TEHE3A TA PO3BUTOK TEPMIHY «[IEPCIIEKTHUBA»:
MDKIUCLATIITHA PHUI MIIXIT

Cmammio npucesaueno 3 ’acy8annio MidcOUCYUNIiHApHOi NPpUpoou NoHAMms «nepcnekmusay. JJocniosxcenns cgoxy-
cogame Ha 0coOIUBOCMAX HAYKOBO2O NOMPAKMYBAHHA MEPMIHY «NEPCReKMUBAy 6 3aNeldCHOCI 8i0 HAYKO8oi napadue-
MU I HG PO3GUMKY PO3YMIHHA MEPMIHY «nepchnekmusay 8 Jinesicmuyi. Tepmin «nepcnekmueay 6UHUK 6 ONMuyi. 3aKoHu
nepcnekmusuy 0yiu 06IPYHMOBAHI KepyIouUCh 0COONUBOCAMU 30P08020 Chputinamms 06 'exmig. [Ipakmuunoeo 3nauen-
HA nepcnekmusa Habyna @ Mucmeymei ma apximekmypi, 0e 8UKOPUCIOBYBALACH K 3ACi0 peanicmuuHo20 300padiceHHs
00 ’exmig. Y inocohii nepcnexmusa po3eniaoanacs K 6axNCIu8a YACMUHA THOOCLKO20 3HAHHA MA CHPUUHAMMSA TH00U-
HOM0 drcummst 8 yinomy. QeHoMeHON02IUHUL HANPAMOK (inocoii usuas nepcneKkmusy 8 MmiCHOMY 36 3Ky 3 NOHAMMAMIU
«e20» ma «JHCUB020 MiNay, wo Kepyiomo dauenuam ceiny inougioom. Coyionoziunuil nioxio 00 6UGUEHHS NePCHEeKMUBU
nonseag y po3ensoi ii eapiabenvHocmi 6 38 513Ky 3 63A€MO0IEI0 IHOUBIOA 3 HABKOTUULHIM cepedosuuem ma iHuUUMY iIHOUBI-
0amu, 8paxo8yioul 0OHOUACHe NepedYBaAnHs 8 PI3HUX NEPCHeKMUBax. Y ncuxonoeii nepcnekmuea 6uuanacs, 0a3yoyucy
HA 0COOIUBOCTAX OYIHKIU, CYONCEHHS, ampuOyyill ma maxodic pieHs emnamii nio uac 63aemooii inousioa 3 inwumu. Ilpeo-
Memom NH2GICMUUHUX 00CTiONCeHb nepchnekmuga cmana auwe y XIX cm. @ pamkax napamugnozo memooy i 8 nooan-
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womy nocmana y Goxyci cmyoitl y yapuHi cmunicmuKky, ceMiomuKy, KO2HImusHol tinesicmuxu ma ouckypc-ananizy. Ha
MOBO3HABUE NOMPAKNMYBAHHS NEPCNEKMUBU Oe3nepeuno eNIUHYIU OOCTIONCeHHs 8 (inocoii, coyionoaii ma ncuxonoaii .
Ocobauge micye napasi nocioac 8uUSYeHHs NePCReKMUBU 6 Xy00JICHIX MBOPAX ) KOHMEKCi MPaKmyeanHs 0aueHHs ceimy
ma cumyayii nepcomagicem, BUOKPEMLEHHs. NEPCIEeKMUBU NePCOHANCI8 8IONOBIOHO 00 iX OyiHKu cumyayii, ocodbucmux
cy0ceHsb abo pieHa eMnamii, a MaxKolc 3MIHU NEPCNeKMUBHU  3A1eHCHOCTIE 810 83AEMOOIT 3 THILUMU NEPCOHANCAMU MBOD).

Kniouogi cnosa: nepcnexmuga, mouxa 30py, Kym 30py.

Introduction. Perspective in literature is one
of the tools to get a grasp of the inner nature
of characters as well as the events around them.
It might influence the perception of the whole
text and its various components by its recipients .
The interpretation of the plot and the inner world
of’characters may differ according to the chosen type
of perspective. Furthermore, perspective in drama
differs from prose. The development of the term
«perspective» in different research paradigms
influenced its understanding in linguistics, drama
analysis in particular. Thus it is essential to look
at its metamorphosis throughout time and fields.

The topicality of this research is determined
by the lack of research of genesis and development
of the term «perspective» and its implementation
in diverse disciplines and consequentially in
linguistics.

The aim of this research is to identify features
of perspective in different fields of studies and their
influence on perspective research in linguistics.

The basic material of research. Modern
understanding of the term «perspectivey is
result from a considerable amount earlier works
and approaches. Perspective was the topic
of interest of scholars in various fields, such as
optics, architecture, art, mathematics, philosophy,
sociology, psychology, literary studies, linguistics
and many others.

Etymologically, the term «perspective» comes
from the Latin word «perspicio» — to see clearly,
and was first used by the Greek mathematician
Euclid in his Optics (Euclid, 1943). In this treatise
on geometry of vision, Euclid postulates the basic
laws of perspective stemmed from the vision
theory, features of object perception through visual
rays and optical observations.

Later on, the Roman architect Vitruvius
offered a practical application of perspective
in the theatrical scenery by the ancient Greek
artist Agatarchus for theatrical performances
of Aeschylus, the author of the classical tragedy.
Vitruvius in his treatise Ten Books on Architecture
points to the primacy of use of linear perspective
by Agatharchus (Vitruvius, 1960). The scientific
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argumentation of perspective, in turn, according
to Vitruvius, belongs to Anaxagoras, the ancient
Greek philosopher and mathematician, whose
treatises have not reached contemporaries.

In the Renaissance period, due to a new standard
of realistic depiction of objects, perspective began
to draw attention of artists. As follows, P. della
Francesca in his treatise On the Perspective
of Painting explains the vision of things in
perspective and their reflection on the canvas
depending on the angle of vision (Field, 1997).

L. da Vinci made a significant contribution to
the study of perspective in painting by dividing itinto
three parts: the linear perspective, the perspective
of color and the perspective of disappearance
(da Vinci, 2005). The former later made it into
a study of linear perspective and became an integral
part of descriptive geometry.

In his turn, G. Monge, the founder of descriptive
geometry, followed Renaissance artists in the study
of perspective. In his treatise on Descriptive
Geometry (Monge, 2014) the scholar designates
a mathematically valid system of graphic images
to solve practical engineering problems and uses
perspective as a principle of depicting spatial
figures on a plane.

Apart from hard sciences, perspective found its
niche in the Humanities. In philosophy, the concept
is regarded as one of the important characteristics
of human knowledge and is considered to be a vital
part of human life perception. In this line, G. Leibniz
argues that the image of any object depends on
the point of view (another term that goes side by
side with «perspective») of the observer, bearing
in mind that the same object can be represented
differently without excluding the correspondence
between the image and the object and between
different images of one object. He also notes that
every finite substance is the result of a special
perspective from which God can view the universe,
and every created substance is an emanation of God.
Namely, God could see the world from a position
of any point of view through the prism of a simple
substance that represents that world with its own
unique perspective (Leibniz, 1989).
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In the XIX century, the concept of perspectivism
appeared in philosophy as it was introduced by
F. Nietzsche in The Birth of Tragedy from the Spirit
of Music. In it, Nietzsche argues that the tragedy
in ancient Greece arose from the opposition
of Apollonian and Dionysian principles opposed
by the author in the tradition of perspectivism,
i.e. different points of view (Nietzsche, 1994).
Both concepts («perspective» and «the point
of view») played an important role for the scholar
as he formulated his doctrine of the will to power
because they allowed him to explain the values
of the world. According to F. Nietzsche, the eye
sees everything from its angle of view, which is
linked in the idea that any point of view claims
to capture the visible object and thus has the will
to power (Nietzsche, 1994 p. 5-6). Additionally,
the philosopher emphasizes that along with one
perspective, many other perspectives coexist in
the sense that they are potential points of view.
The point of view itself is the result of the action
of plastic forces that focus the eye’s attention
on the selective perception of the world, which
becomes dependent on the will. The concept
of a thing, according to F. Nietzsche, is a form that
contains a point of view on the world.

In his turn, the German philosopher
E. Husserl, a representative of phenomenology,
studies perspective in close connection with
the concept of “ego”, which governs the activities
of the individual because it is the center
of self-awareness. In Cartesian Meditations: An
Introduction to Phenomenology, he emphasizes
the intersubjectivity of the world around
as the world is centered around the central
monad of the ego (Husserl, 1999). The concept
of intersubjectivity is a complex of points of view
that emerge from the interaction of a certain
group of people. However, E. Husserl argues that
the thing in the perception can be presented only
inadequately, defectively and from one angle,
and it is impossible to see the object at once
from all sides and perspectives of its existence
(Husserl, 1999, pp. 89-151). Consciousness 1is
treated y E. Husserl through the prism of the self-
perspective, i.e. the perspective of the first person,
which is based on the individual experiences
of the knowing subject. While considering
the relationship between the act of consciousness
and its intentional subject, the philosopher refers
to the example of the perception of the cube by
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the subject of consciousness. Thus, he emphasizes
that the perception of the cube is a complex
and synthesized intention, which consists in
the continuous variability of the phenomenon
of the cube, which depends on the angle of view
and the corresponding differences in perspective.

Additionally, M. Merleau-Ponty considers
the perspective in terms of the phenomenology
of the living body. In his Phenomenology
of Perception, the philosopher defines the concept
of perception as the relationship of subject
and object of perception where the subject is
the body, which is seen as the unity of subject
and object, and therefore the unity of the world
(Merleau-Ponty, 1995). M. Merleau-Ponty argues
that the body of the subject is the point of view
of the world as well as the fact that the subject
chooses which side of the object they want to see
(Merleau-Ponty, 1995 pp. 101-102). Therefore
the object can be considered in perspective, which
is a consequence physical location of the object
in space. However, when the physical location
ofthe subjectis changed, the perception ofthe object
and the prospect of its perception will change as
well. In this way, the body determines the point
of view or perspective of the object’s perception.

T. Litt, a German philosopher and educator,
studied perspective in terms of a socio-interactive
approach (Litt, 1926). In particular, the scholar
emphasizes that during the interaction with society
an individual has the opportunity to look at himself
from the point of view of others, which gives him
a chance to know himself better. Due to T. Litt’s
special understanding of the concept of «meeting»,
in which he sees the process of becoming
an individual by voluntarily recognizing experience
of another individual as one that does not belong
to him, the philosopher claims that the meeting
reveals new facets of the individual’s spirit as
a result of interaction with others.

In sociology, perspective was first referred to
by G. Mead who argued that objects differ from
individuals because they are associated with
different individual «perspectives» (Mead, 1934).
According to G. Mead, the concept of perspective
expresses the specificity of the subject’s interactions
with its environment. Furthermore, reality is
a variety of possible perspectives, a plurality
of various systems of interactions. Any subject
can participate in many perspectives at the same
time. G. Mead refers to the fact of simultaneous
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participation in different perspectives as “sociality”.
As for the interpretation of interlocutor’s intentions,
G. Mead asserts that it might be done by means
of role taking, which means accepting another
person’s point of view.

In a similar line, A. Schutz looked at perspective
in terms of role taking during social interaction
(Schutz, 1974). Hence, he states that the object
that is perceived by two different people has
dissimilar meaning for them caused by varied
angles of vision and unique life experience.
A. Schutz considers socialization to be based on
reciprocity of perspectives. Mutual understanding
in the interaction between interlocutors is achieved
due to the fact that a person in interaction with
another individual believes that the interlocutor
imagines the world identically. Thus, A. Schutz
claimed that only by trying on and living the role
of somebody else can the person participate in
a speech act with reciprocity of perspective taking.

In psychology, perspective was first studied
by W. Blumenfeld . In his theory of the duality
of perspective, which is based on I. Kant’s ideas
of judgment and evaluation, he distinguished
horizontal and vertical perspectives (Blumenfeld,
1931).  According to W.  Blumenfeld,
the horizontal perspective expresses the standard
way of categorizing an object, while the vertical
perspective is an evaluative judgment about
the object. That is, his theory takes into account
that fact that in judgments about people, objects
and events, it is possible to identify both the point
of view from which the object was categorized
and the criterion by which the evaluative judgment
was expressed. Due to this, W. Blumenfeld identifies
such parameters of perspective as explicitness
and implicitness, which, along with evaluation, are
components of the theory of dual perspective.

In social psychology, J. Volkmann used
the term «perspective» in the context of research
of absolute judgments. In his experimental studies,
he highlights the psychological and pedagogical
aspect of perspective. According to J. Volkmann,
one of the main educational goals is to create
a better and broader perspective in the student’s
mind. The criterion that students have acquired
the desired perspective is that they have learned
how to solve problems in their relevant and diverse
aspects (Volkmann, 1951, p. 274-276).

Following J.  Volkmann, T. Ostrom,
and H. Upshaw explored perspective in the study

121

of judgement based on attitudes (Ostrom, Upshaw
1968). The scholars defined perspective as a series
of alternatives with content that the individual
takes into account when evaluating his attitude
towards something based on a theory of variable
perspective. The main claim of their study is that
perspective is the mediator between the content
of attitude and evaluation.

Continuing the experimental line in psychology,
the perspective was also studied in line with
the theory of attributions. During the experiment,
E. Jones and R. Nisbett found that different
spectators attribute different features of behavior
to the same actors, and this difference in perception
lies in different perspectives (Jones, Nisbett 1972,
p. 83-88). They hypothesize that all the differences
in psychological processes are reduced to a single
difference, which is precisely the difference in
interpretations of behavior by actors and spectators.
Thus, observers tend to explain a person’s
behavior through the person’s inner world, while
the actors explain the behavior based on the factors
of influence from the external situation and this
is a variable perspective. Crucially, this line or
argument will later lead to validating research
of perspective in literature, drama in particular.

Temporal aspects of perspective were studied
by K. Levin, who first used the term «time
perspective» in Field Theory of Social Science
(Levin, 1951). The psychologist defines the concept
of time perspective as a cognitive projection
of the motivational sphere of human being, which
includes conscious plans, projects, aspirations,
fears, claims related to the past, present and distant
future. According to K. Levin, the time perspective
is the currently existing integrity of the individual's
vision of his psychological future and psychological
past. He determined such features of the time
perspective as a sense of speedy moving into future
in adolescence, finding a balance between past
and future in adulthood and optimism in senior
age, which is one of the conditions in overcoming
hardships in life.

Continuing the study of the time perspective,
J. Nuttin insisted that the time perspective is
related to a person’s motivation and is a component
of the intentionality of his behavior (Nuttin, 1984).
The researcher links the term «time perspective»
with such aspects of psychological time as time
setting and time orientation and believes that this
is what influences the regulation of behavior. Thus,
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according to J. Nuttin, past and future events affect
the behavior of the individual in the present to
the extent that they are represented at the cognitive
level of behavioral functioning.

In addition to the time perspective, the empathic
perspective plays a significant role in influencing
human behavior when interacting with others. The
method developed by A. Mehrabian and N. Epstein
uses a questionnaire to measure emotional empathy,
which allows to identify the emotional reaction
ofthe individual to the experience of the interlocutor
(Mehrabian, Epstein 1972, pp. 528-532). This
technique allowed to differentiate various aspects
of the emotional channel of empathy in linguistics
as well (van Peer, Chesnokova, 2019), i.c.
the manifestation of emotional reaction in response
to the interlocutor, as well as to investigate in detail
the behavioral component and aspects that affect it.

Studying the empathic acceptance
of perspective, T. Erle and S. Topolinski argue that
it is inevitably described using spatial locatives,
such as understanding the interlocutor’s point
of view (perspective) and includes a metaphorical
combinationofoneselfwith others (Erle, Topolinski,
2015). Thus, they conclude that individuals with
a high level of empathic perspective better imagine
possible different views on the same object.

Further studies of empathic perspective found
a response in the theory of narrative empathy by
S. Keen (Keen, 20006).

In linguistics the term «perspective» was
used for the first time by H. James (James,
2010) who defined it as central mind or intellect
of'the literary work. He tended to narrate a story from
the perspective of the protagonist whom he labels as
a reflector, a center of consciousness through which
the story is represented. Further linguistic research
of perspective was mostly carried out in the fields
of narratology, stylistics, semiotics, cognitive
linguistics and discourse analysis, thus giving
a clear niche to the research of the mechanisms
of perspective realization in drama.

Conclusions and research perspectives. The
studies of perspective in psychology, sociology
and philosophy serve as the foundational background
as well as the impetus to its research in linguistics.
Philosophical studies help linguists understand
the way a character of a literary work perceives
the world and its components. In their turn,
psychological studies of perspective provide better
grasp of how perspective is manifested in the text
through evaluation, including text evaluation by
the readers (van Peer and Chesnokova, 2018),
and empathy of the characters towards each other.
Finally, sociological studies’ benefit for linguistic
research of perspective lies in understanding the ways
of development and change of perspective depending
on interaction of characters of a literary work. The
studies in terms of perspective implementation in
dramatic texts will be the focus of our further research.
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