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AHHOTAIIHSA

CTaThs MOCBSIIICHA BBISBICHHUIO CIICHU(PUKH JTEKCHYECKOT0 KOMITOHEHTA A3BIKOBOTO 0(OpMIIeHUsS pedepeHTHON 00IacTH
«Investigative Actions» B aHruiickoM s3bIKe Ha MaTepHaie MOAbI3bIKA HOPMATHBHOIO MpaBoBoro akta «demepaibHbie
MpaBHjIa YTOIOBHOTO CYAOMPOU3BOICTBAY.

Llenp wuccnenoBanus — OMPEICTUTh CHEMU(UKY JEKCHIECKOro O(hOPMIICHHUS] KOHIENTYyalbHOro mons «CreacTBeHHbIe
JefcTBU» ¢ Y4€TOM OOLIMX IUCKYPCHBHBIX YCIOBHil YMOTpeOneHHs HOMUHATHBHBIX CPEICTB, a TaKXKe OCOOCHHOCTEH
rPaMMaTHYECKOTO CTPOSI A3bIKA.

TeopeTnueckass 3HAYUMOCTh HCCIICIOBAHMS 3aKIIOYaeTcsi B pa3paOOTKe BOMPOCOB HOMUHAIIMH B CPaBHHTENBHO-
THUIONOTMYECKOM actiekte. [IpakTuieckasi 3HAYMMOCTh O0YCITOBJICHA BBISBICHHEM aCIIEKTOB HOMHHAIMH, KOTOPbIE MOTYT OBITh
HCTIONTB30BAHBI B JIMAAKTHUYECKHX IIENISX B MPOIIECCE MPEOIaBaHus FOPUIMIECKUAX TEM Ha PYCCKOM U aHTJIUICKOM SI3bIKaX.

AHann3 JEeKCHYeCKOTO KOMIIOHEHTa MPOBOAWICS MO TPEM OCHOBHBIM HAaINpaBlIEHUSAM: |) MeXaHM3MBl HOMMHAIUH,
UCTIONB3yeMble TIPH  OMUCAaHMK pedepeHTHoi obmactu  «Investigative Actionsy; 2) crmoBooOpa3oBaTenbHble MOIEH,
AKTyaJM3UPOBAHHBIC B JIEKCEMAax, OTHOCSIIMXCS K HCCIASAYEeMOMY CEMaHTHYECKOMY ION0; 3) MOICTH CHHTaKCHYECKOTO
pacnpoCTpaHCHUA KOMIIJICKCHBIX HOMUHATUBHBIX €AWHUIIL.

AHann3 BBIIBHI JIBa TIOBTOPAIOIIMXCA MCEXaHM3Ma HOMHHAIMKU 1A 6OJ'IBU_II/IHCTBa HOMHMHATHUBHBLIX CpPECACTB,
UCTIONB3yeMBIX TIPH OMUCaHWK pedepeHTHoi obmactu «Investigative Actions»: yrouneHne CHTHU(DHUKATHBHOTO 3HAYCHUSI
HOMMHATHUBHOM C€ANHHUIIBI 3a cyéT BBEACHHUS AOIOJHUTEIBHBIX JIEKCEM U METOHUMHUIO, PEAJIU3YEMYIO IIEPEHOCOM C IIporecca
Ha pe3ylbTaT, KOTOPBIH, Kak IPaBHIO, OTPaXXEH B COOTBETCTBYIOIIEM maoKyMeHTe. CloBooOpa3oBaTelbHBIE MOJIEIH
Npe/ICTaBIIeHbI CypQuKcaleil 1 KOHBEpCHEH.

CHHTaKCHYECKHE MOJENHU, HCIOIb3yeMble B CIOKHBIX HOMMHATHBHBIX €IMHUIIAX, BKJIIOYAIOT CIEAYyIOIIUe Oa30BbIE
CTPYKTYpBI: IpHJaraTeJbHOE + CYIIECTBHTEIBHOE, CYIIECTBHTEIBHOE + CYILECTBHTEIBHOE, IJIaroil + CyIIECTBUTENBHOE,
BapUAaTUBHOCTH KOTOPBIX KpalHe OrpaHH4eHa.

KnroyeBble cjIoBa: HOMHMHATHBHAS €AMHUIA, MEXAaHW3M HOMHHALUM, YTOYHEHHE CHIHHU(UKATUBHOI'O 3HAYEHMS,
MeToHuMHs, apdukcanusi, KOHBEpCHs, CIOBOOOPA30BAHUE, CUHTAKCUYECKas! MOJEIb.
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Abstract

The article is devoted to identifying the specifics of the lexical component of the language used to describe the reference
zone “Investigative Actions” in English as exemplified by the sublanguage of the regulatory legal act “Federal Rules of
Criminal Procedure”. The analysis of the lexical component was carried out in three main areas: 1) nomination mechanisms
used in describing the reference zone “Investigative Actions”; 2) word-formation patterns typically actualized in lexemes
belonging to the semantic field under study; 3) patterns of syntactic expansion of complex nominative units.

The purpose of the study is to determine the specifics of the lexical component of the conceptual field “Investigative
Actions”, taking into account the discursive conditions for the use of nominative units, as well as the grammar structure of the
language.

The theoretical significance of the study lies in the development of questions related to nomination in a comparative
typological aspect. The practical value is predetermined by the identification of the nomination aspects that can be used for
didactic purposes in the course of teaching legal topics in Russian and English.

The analysis revealed two recurring nomination mechanisms for the majority of nominative units used in describing the
reference zone “Investigative Actions”, namely: specification of the significative meaning of the nominative unit by introducing
additional lexemes, and metonymy realized by the transference from the process to the result, which is typically represented in the
name of the relevant judicial document. Word-formation methods are represented by suffixation and conversion.

Syntactic models used in the complex nominative units of the semantic field “Investigative Actions” include the following
basic structures: adjective + noun, noun + noun, verb + noun, the variability of which is extremely limited.

Keywords: nominative unit, nomination mechanism, specification of significative meaning, metonymy, suffixation,
conversion, word formation, syntactic pattern.
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Introduction

The problem of a systematic description of a lexical layer related to a certain reference zone remains topical despite
numerous studies and proposed options for systematizing nominative units starting with the fundamental work of S. G. Shchur
[8], who postulates the idea of a language system, to the functional approaches to the analysis of the elements of the semantic
field reflected in the works of A. A. Ufimtseva [5] and I. A. Sternin [4]. The cognitive-discursive paradigm in linguistics
focuses on the functioning of linguistic means in a particular type of discourse conditioned by the area of communication the
discourse serves, through the prism of knowledge representation models stored in the minds of native speakers and users of the
language. The cognitive-discursive paradigm does not deny the traditional systemic characteristics of language units; it allows
a researcher to look at them through the prism of categorization of reality based on the functional-role principle and the theory
of semantic cases [6, P. 496-530]. It also stipulates the selectivity of the nominative means used in a message that allow the
communicators to verbalize certain aspects of a reference zone.

In the context of the cognitive-discursive research paradigm established in linguistics, consideration of the functioning of
nominative units in texts of a certain sphere of communication is associated with the study of concepts and conceptual content
behind nominations. “Categorization is the main way to give the perceived world an orderly character...” [3, P. 96]. The
general trend, which corresponds to the main provisions of the cognitive-discursive scientific paradigm established in
linguistics, can be traced in modern research. Thus, the idea of functional mediation of the use of language units finds
expression in the collective monograph “The Functional Perspective on Language and Discourse: Applications and
Implications”, in which the authors pay attention to key pragmatic concepts such as contextualization, reference, discursive
markers, speech acts characteristics of a certain sphere of communication, through the prism of which the sublanguage of a
particular discourse is considered [10, P. 189-208].

Another starting point of our research concept is the possibility of conceptualizing discourse from the point of view of the
communicative sphere in which it functions, situations of communication in this sphere, and the specifics of the language
means which show a solid tendency to manifest themselves in particular situational contexts.

In our study, the reference zone is the area of activity of employees of the internal affairs bodies comprising a series of
investigative actions. The fundamental thesis of the study is the possibility of classifying the clusters of vocabulary and
complex nominatives which denote concepts from the analyzed reference zone by applying the functional-role approach. We
differentiate the terms “conceptual field” and “semantic field”. The conceptual field, as we understand it, reflects the
generalized ideas of language users about a certain reference zone, its participants, their actions, and results. The semantic field
refers to the structural linguistics and the functional linguistics, and it includes the nominative means pertinent to various
aspects of the reference zone.

The functional-role principle, laid down by the studies of Charles Fillmore [6, P. 496-530], the referential-role grammar of
Robert van Valin and W. Foley [1, P. 376-410], as well as frame semantics [2, P. 189-191], is based on the categorization of
nominative units that form the semantic field depending on the functional roles of actants in a certain area of communication.
In its most general form this approach can be presented through the concept of the following semantic cases: actants, their
actions differentiated by their reference to particular actants, objects at which the actions are aimed, the circumstances of the
actions, the results of the undertaken actions, the evaluation of the results [7, P. 193-194]. The general scheme may certainly
vary depending on the field of communication, the reference zone, and, most importantly, the typical communication needs
realized in the sphere. Differentiation of nominative units, taking into account the functional-role principle, makes it possible
to correlate the conceptual content with the referent behind a lexeme or a complex nominative, thereby reflecting the
denotative fields of thematically relevant concepts.

The use of the functional-role principle in identifying the specifics of the lexical component of the language of articles of
the criminal procedure legislation of the United States devoted to the regulation of investigative actions predetermines the
scientific novelty of the study. The analysis of linguistic literature testifies to the absence of comparative works on the selected
material with the use of the functional-role approach both to individual lexemes and to syntagmatic chains that form complex
nominatives.

The material of the study is the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure of the United States of America (Section I1) [9]. It
was chosen for the analysis because it reveals the specifics of investigative actions at the preliminary investigation stage. The
total number of the nominatives in the analyzed articles related to the semantic field “Investigative Actions” is 827 units,
including complex nominatives.

The functional-role approach to categorizing the nominative means used to describe the reference zone “Investigative
Actions” made it possible to single out the following nominative clusters: people who can be involved in investigative actions;
investigative actions per se; operational search events at the scene; the results of investigative actions. The analysis of the
lexical component of the legal acts was carried out separately for each nominative cluster, taking into account the denotative
meaning and the significative meaning.

Results

The linguistic analysis of the rules reflecting the procedure for investigative actions in the regulatory legal acts of the United
States of America had a truncated form and included the following research directions:

1) the analysis of the nomination mechanisms used in the nominative units forming the semantic field relating to the reference
zone “Investigative Actions”;

2) the study of the syntactic models in the complex nominative units, denotatively related to the reference zone “Investigative
Actions”;

3) the specification of the salient features of the word formation of the nominative units in the semantic field “Investigative
Actions”.
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The nomination mechanisms most frequently represented in the nominative units of the semantic field under study are
specification of the significative meaning of the nominative unit due to the introduction of additional lexemes (67 % of the total
number of the nominative units) and metonymy (11 % of the total number of the nominative units). The examples of specification
of the significative meaning of the nominative unit are the following: a forensic examination; an investigative experiment; an
aggrieved party. In most cases, an additional lexeme is expressed by a descriptive adjective. Since adjunction as a type of
syntactic connection is generally characteristic of the English language, a descriptive attribute is often expressed by a noun. An
example is the word combination an evidence log.

Metonymy is the type of transference of the names based on the adjacency of objects and/or phenomena. Moreover, in the
field under the study one specific type of this transference is presented: the one based on the relation between the process and the
result. In the reference zone “Investigative Actions” the result is represented in a corresponding legal document.

Metonymy is widely used in the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure of the United States: “The judge finds that the
defendant is the same person named in the indictment” (Title II, Rule 5) [9].

Word formation in the semantic field referring to the referential zone “Investigative Actions” is represented by suffixation and
conversion.

The repeated suffixes used in the English lexemes naming investigative actions include suffixes of nouns with generalized
meaning -ion, -tion, -ation: inspection, examination, interrogation, confrontation.

The nomenclature of word formation affixes is much more diverse with the names of persons involved in investigative
actions. The most frequent suffixes for the designation of the doer of the action -er and -or are found in the lexemes: an
investigator, an interrogator, a chief commander. The actualization of these suffixes is presented in 18% of cases from the total
number of lexemes formed by affixation. The lexical semantic group of the participants in investigative actions also includes a
detainee and the accused. The suffix, which came to the English legal language from French, namely -e, has the passive meaning
of the person to whom the action of the transferred verb is directed. In other words, a detainee is the one who was detained. In this
lexical cluster with the same word-formation affix, a comprehensive nomination of an employee of the forensic laboratory is
presented.

In addition, according to the results of the analysis, we can state the variation in the expression of meanings through affixation
(for example, the accused). On the one hand, this lexeme requires attention to the reference: at the stage of the court hearing the
defendant is used to nominate a person undergoing a criminal trial. On the other hand, we note the passive meaning expressed by
the form of Participle Il derived from the verb to accuse. The participle is formed by affixation. After that, such a method of word
formation as conversion is triggered that actually transfers the considered lexeme to the category of nominative means which
denote persons participating in investigative actions.

Conversion as a way of word formation involves a change in part-of-speech belonging of the lexeme and, accordingly, the
adoption of a new paradigm of inflection. Examples of conversion in the semantic field describing the referential zone
“Investigative Actions” are the following lexemes: search < to search; (entry) log — to log (entries).

From the point of view of the specifics of the implementation of conversion, we note the cases of the transition of phrasal
verbs into nouns: a lineup < to line up, a show-up < to show up; a walk-through < to walk through. Conversion in all the above
examples is accompanied by affixation, since the postposition of a phrasal verb, when the latter changes into a noun, becomes a
suffixoid within the structure of the word. As can be seen from the examples, only the spelling differs: a lineup has a strong
tendency to be spelt together (despite the fact that hyphenation is possible), a walk-through and a show-up are spelt in a
hyphenated way. The hyphen in this case marks the fact that the derivation stem consisted of two words.

The representation of conversion in English among the nominative units that form the semantic field “Investigative Actions”
(9% of all cases of using various methods of word formation) is explained by the fact that the nominative units from the semantic
field “Investigative Actions” referentially correlate with actions performed during the investigation. Naming actions by means of
abstract nouns is one of the most frequent ways of sequentially presenting the stages of investigative actions.

The next aspect of our study was the analysis of syntactic models for the expansion of the nuclear structure of nominal and
verbal phrases related to the semantic field “Investigative Actions”.

In complex nominatives in English, in which the core is expressed by a noun, the main syntactic models are two types of
syntagmatic chains based on adjunction:

1) Adj + N: operative group, warrantless arrest;

2) N+ N: entry log, task forces.

The third syntactic model is the connection, the functionality of which is widely represented due to the analytical nature of the
English language. In this regard, we do not consider it possible to link this characteristic exclusively to the semantic field
“Investigative Actions”. However, the frequency of this type of connection and the actualization of the syntactic model of the
expansion of nominal groups, based on the prepositional connection of components, suggests that this model is the basis for new
complex nominative units. For example, N + prep + (Adj) + (Adj) + N: collection of evidence; investigator in charge; lawfulness
of an operative investigative measure.

Among verbal phrases, on the one hand, we note interchangeability due to synonymous relations: to perform/ to conduct / to
carry out investigative actions. The syntactic variants of the distribution of verb phrases generally fall under the following model:
V + N. The model itself with three verbal variants of its implementation is a common frame and allows concretization, as well as
specification of the significative meaning of individual lexemes due to the introduction of an additional lexeme. For example, to
conduct an examination; to carry out a show-up; to perform operative-investigative tasks. A verbal phrase can be extended by
including in its composition a cluster of verbs: to detect, record and seize evidence.

It is object relations that prevail in verb phrases within the framework of the semantic field “Investigative Actions”. However,
circumstantial meanings also find expression: to examine the crime scene carefully; to be assessed in the aggregate.
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Conclusion

The typical nomination mechanisms for the reference area “Investigative Actions” are the specification of the significative
meaning of the nominative unit and metonymy, reflecting the transfer of names based on the relations between the process and/or
action and the result. The repeated ways of word formation are affixation and conversion. As the analysis shows, the most diverse in
terms of the nomenclature of affixes are nominative units with the meanings of the doer of the action and investigative actions per se,
which is determined by the thematic area of the study.

The syntactic models of the expansion of nominal and verbal phrases in English in relation to the description of the reference
zone “Investigative Actions” differ in the degree of inclusion of additional lexemes. So, the most frequent are syntagmatic chains
built according to the following models: Adj + N, N + N, taking into account the possible inclusion of additional elements: (Adj) + N
+ prep + (Adj) + N, as well as V + N.

Based on the results obtained, we conclude that the ways of expressing the meanings related to the conceptual field
“Investigative Actions” in English are predetermined by the sphere of communication. Of course, this inference is tentative and
requires the establishment of a relationship between the specific factors that determine the indicated correlation and the linguistic
means which tend to be regularly used for this purpose. In this we see the prospects of our research.
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