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3aKOHOMEPHOCTU HOMUHALUU
JICVCTBHS Pa3pyLICHUS B AHTJIMMCKOM SI3bIKE
noHarnroHaasHoro nepuoja (VII-XV Bg.)

XomycbkoBa H.D.
benopyccxuti cocyoapcmeennsiii ynueepcumem, Munck

B nacmoswee epems umeemcs psio uccied08aHull, NOCEAUEHHBIX UZYUEHUIO 2NA20N08 PA3PYUIEHUs
C MOYKU 3PEHUsl CUCMEeMHO-S3bIKOGLIX ACHEeKMO8 CEeMAHMUKY, a MaKdce JeKCUYecKou u
cunmaxcudeckol covemaemocmu. Bumecme ¢ mem Hepackpvimou ocmaemcsi npobiema sA3viKo8ou
Kame2opu3ayuu 1 HOMUHAYUYU OeUCmaUs paspyuleHus..

Llerv cmambu — paccmompemv 3aKOHOMEPHOCMU (OPMUPOBAHUSL 3HAYEHUS DA3PYULEHUS Y
2NA20NbHbIX eOUHUY 8 aKme HOMUHAYUU U MAKUM 00paA30oM 6bl8UMb OCHOGHbIE CHNOCOOb
HAUMeHO0BaHUsL OeliCMEUsL pa3pyuleHust Npu NOMOWU 21a20108.

Mamepuan u memoovl. Mamepuarom uccie008aHusi SGIIOMCS  2AA20AbHbIE JeKCEMbL CO
3HAYEeHUeM pazpyuienus, enepevie QuKrcupyemvlie 6 NUCbMEHHbIX HAMSAMHUKAX AH2TULICKO20 S3bIKA
OoHayUOHATLHO20 nepuoda: opesnearnenuvickutl (VII 6. — 1066 2.) u cpeoneanenutickuii (1066—1475
22.) nepuoovl. Ilpu smom npumeHAIUCL CAeOVIOWUE MeMOObl: MemoO CHIOWHOU 6blOOPKU U3
cnosapetl, 0e(pUHUYUOHHBLU AHATU3, ONUCAMENbHBIL MEemOO.

Pesynomamot u ux oodcyrycoenue. B cmamve onpeoensiomcsi OCHOBHvle CHOCOOLL 21a20lbHOl
HOMUHAYUU Oelcmeusi paspyulenus 6 OpesHe- U CPeOHeaH2IUNCKUll nepuoobl pazeumusi A3vikd, d
makodice  npugooumcs  ux — cpaguumenvhas — xapakmepucmuka.  Cnocobvl  HAUMEHOBAHUS
VCMAHABIUBAIOMCS HA OCHOBE MEOPEMUYECKO20 PA3SPAHUYEHUS NEPEULHOU U 6MOPULHOU HOMUHAYUU.
Ipunumaromes 60 6HUMAHUE UCMIOPUYECKUE VCIO08USL PA3GUMUS A3bIKA U HAPOOA 6 KAWCObIl U3
nepuodos. Hauboree npoOyKmuHviMU CHOCOOAMU HAUMEHOBAHUS OeCMPYKMUBHO20 OeliCeus.
SAGTSIOMCS HOMUHAYUS NO NPUSHAKY, MOPPEMHASL U CEMAHMUYECKASL 0ePUBAYUSL.

3aknwuenue. Pe3ynomamvl uccred08anus Mo2ym Ovblmb HONOJNCEHbI 8 OCHO8Y OdNbHelue2o
UBYUEHUSL BONPOCOB, CEAZAHHBIX C NPOOIEMAMU BbIPAINICEHUST NOHAMUSL PA3PYULEHUSL 8 OPY2UX S3bIKAX.

Knioueswie cnosa: naumenosanue, 21a20bHas HOMUHAYUSA, 3HAYEHUe pazpyuienus / 0ecmpyKyuu,
NePEUYHAS U 6MOPULHAS HOMUHAYUS, CEMAHMUYECKAas CMPYKmypd, OOHAYUOHATbHBIL NEPUOO.
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Nowadays there are a number of studies devoted to the research of verbs of destruction from the
point of view of system-linguistic aspects of semantics as well as of lexical and syntactic compatibility.
At the same time, the problem of linguistic categorization and the nomination of the action of
destruction remains unexplored.

The purpose of this article is to consider the regularities of the formation of destruction meaning in
verbal lexemes in the nomination act and thus to reveal the main ways of naming the action of
destruction.

Material and methods. The object of the study is verbal lexemes with the meaning of destruction,
first attested in written records of the English language of the pre-national period: Old English (VII c.
— 1066) and Middle English (1066-1475). The research methods: the method of selection from
dictionaries, the definitional analysis, the descriptive method.

Findings and their discussion. The article defines the main ways of the nomination of the verbal
action in the Old and Middle English periods of language development, as well as their comparative
characteristics. The methods of naming are determined on the basis of the theoretical distinction



between the primary and secondary nomination. Historical conditions for the development of the
language and people in each of the periods are taken into account. The research findings show that
the most productive ways of naming destructive action are nomination by feature, morphemic and
semantic derivation.

Conclusion. The research findings can be used as a basis for further study of the issues connected
with the problems of expressing the concept of destruction in other languages.
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