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DERIVATIVE SPACE OF THE LAW TEXT

Derivative dynamic lexicology sets the synchronous meaning for the
concept of ,,genesis”, ,,genetic” and it is thought that using of any ,,finished”
word in the language is its production and reproduction at the same time (in
one or another correlations). At he same time, the derivative lexicology makes
the main emphasis on the creation and always underlines that creations
involves the moment of interaction of the linguistic output (previous) and
linguistic derivative (further). The widest (and simultaneously deep)
determinatory sense of ,,outgoing” appears as a communicative content, which
seeks to be embodied in the corresponding linguistic forms. Identifying
components in the structure of derivative word, which can be qualified as
theme and rheme or given and new (Caxapwnsiii, 1979), is not only genetically-
diachronic fact but also genetically-synchronical fact specifying lexical
derivation processes inclusion into text production processes. The necessity of
relying on the given (the initial) when lexical items are chosen (formed) arises
in the process of speech production, much as when speaker relies on his
previous text fragments to form new fragments (Mypsun, 1974) while
formating the text.

Thus primary task of motivational component of unlimited derivational
lexis functioning is suppositional provision of regular processes of lexical
units derivation (newly created or new ones). This function is derived from the
necessity to base on previous (given, old, known) units while creating the new
(in broad sense of this term). These units act as suppositions in relation to the
first ones. Suppositional function in initial links of determinational chain is
communicative by nature as it results from the speaker’s need to be
understood by the addressee due to the fact that the speaker ,,prefers” to rely
on what has already been known to his addressees. Motivational elements in
derivative embody syntactical deductivity from initial communicative base
and derivative functioning and development of the latter: mental disability as
well as mental capacity is a legal notion; a minor crime should be
distinguished from a wrongdoing without the elements of crime (I'ones, 1998,
c. 13-33).

The components of unit novelty distinguishing it from initial unit
represent the derivational component of this process. The elements (units,

30



Bicnuk JIHY imeni Tapaca Illepuenka Ne 7 (330), 2019

rules, norms) of lexical derivation-motivation for a long time have been
forming by necessity of the language derivation of words and are relatively
independent, complete systematic-functional unit in language. They closely
interact with the units and rules of other levels, absorb their functions and
peculiarities, at the same time they are quite independent and for that reason
conventional towards them formation.

Capability of words and word forms to transform into motivational bases
(namely they are morphemes) of created words when creating suppositional
function is the example of such interaction in structural sense: Limited
capacity as well as capacity and disability are characterized by two criteria —
medical (biological) and legal (psychological), combination of which give
grounds to declare a person as partially incapacitated: base capacity in some
way is the same word as capacity and/or capacitated but in another structural-
functional status (the Commentary on article 20 of the Criminal Code of
Ukraine).

The example of functional and normative plan of lexical derivation-
motivation can be pragmatic inequivlence of synonymic changes in lexical-
derivative row: drunkenness is the cause of many crimes. That is why the
Criminal Code of Ukraine considers drunkenness as aggravating
circumstance (the Commentary on the Criminal Code of Ukraine, P. 13, Part
1, Clause 67). In this context words criminally liable, conditions, period,
visualization can be semantically possible instead of derivates drunkenness,
reaching the age, prediction but it is unlikely that they will safe pragmatics
and initial communicative idea of the expressions given above.

Undouptedly, such normativity is dubious. It is realized in combination
with normativity of lexical type. Overcoming conventionality (if it as
actualized in language) is accompanied with specific connotations which
shows the formation of lexical-semantic norms. Such actualization indicates
innovations, violation of norms; relieving of conventionality is perceived as
semantic derivation act. Double functioning of motivationa base: A mistake as
to criminality of action means that a person considers their activity
(inactivity) as a crime, though the Criminal Code of Ukraine does not define it
as a crime (simulated crime).

The example shows the identification of motivation base with
motivation word ignoring conventionality of their correlation, idiomaticity of
motivator: penetrating participants of that kind of unions into public and local
authorities to provide «roof» (protection) for criminal activity of organized
group or criminal organization; quotation marks testify to actualization of
idiomatic increment in «dictionary» motivator safety, perception the moment
of norm violation (= nonidentity of morph roof- and ,,free” motivator safety).

Functional-dynamic side of the inner word form is determined by its
involvement into continuous derivational and motivative process being the
core of the whole lexical and derivative dynamics. Opposition of plans for
derivates creation and functioning, their encountering with one of the most
influentional driving forces of this process and can be taken as the basis for its
description. Contradiction of plans mentioned above lies in that fact that the
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word created once in one situation does not always demand compulsive
derivational and motivative mechanism at a later stage but the mechanism
itself continues permanent acting in the same way in similar situations. The
situation in which the word arose (or could arise) repeats naturally that allows
repeated acts of its creation.

The Commentary on article 50 of the Criminal Code of Ukraine The
definition of punishment and its purpose defines: The punishment is aimed not
only at penalizing but also reformation of sentenced persons and prevention of
further offenses by both the sentenced and other persons; Penalty of sentenced
person is always fulfilled when punishment is used. Derivate penalty is in the
focus of creation. Works of famous lawyers and criminalists pay special
attention to the concept penalty, in such event concepts penalty and
punishment in most of concepts enter into hyper-hyponymic relations: penalty
is either purpose or essence of punishment. Lexical units are united by one
cetegorial seme as a result of which one notion relates to another but wider in
semantic plan and calls more denotats. Asymmetry of hyper-hyponymic
relations is put in the structure of hyponymy (subordination) and hyperonymy
(domination) ([enucosa, 1996). Regular rederivation processes being in
continuous derivative-motivational process in one row with direct derivation
are not less important.

Emerge of new formation is a private result of word functioning under
ordinary conditions of its derivative spreading, so plans of creation and
functioning of the word determine each other. The nature of determination is
different in different directions: in one case it is genetical (from creating to
functioning), in the other it is synchronical-functional (from functioning to
creation). There can be a differentiation between perspective (from structural
motivator to structural motive) and retrospective (from structural motivator to
structural motive) lines of motivational dynamics in progressive direction.
Their opposition in language is often neutralized as progressive movement of
language thought from the given to the new, universal for text production as
though it ,,perspected” all textual derivative connections: Fact of damage is
not important for classification of crime (the Criminal Code of Ukraine, article
11). But actual damage caused by the criminal gives grounds for extra
qualification of the crime under another article of the Criminal Code of
Ukraine (for example, article 112): one of textual motives is structurally more
complicated than motivator for derivational topic development in the given
context.

When defining the system one should follow the principle of dialectical
unity with the definition of function. The function, on the one hand, originates
from systematic location of certain object and, on the other hand, defines
location of this object in the system and, as the result defines inner structure of
the system as a whole. Within derivational lexicology functional-dynamic and
system plans of the word are mutually complementary and presuppose each
other: vocabulary enrichment is realized through textual lexical derivation, at
the same time, epidigmatic text structure is mostly formed as systematic
epidigmatic realization.
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Lexical units derivation is the specific type of source units functioning
and development. This is, so to say, the functioning of units that admits of
their modification. In contemporary Ukrainian legal text legal terms are
interpreted as different nominative units. Simple lexical units convey global
view of life (act, liability, action, law, capacity, defence, ground, punishment).
Nominative units of legal termsystem, that is, different derivative and complex
words and word combinations are equivalent to simple lexical units.
Derivative and complex words being terms of jurisprudence most of all
convey basic and differential features of extralinguistic reality. Word
formations repeat elements of main category but are distinguished by features
of addition, stress and are oriented to subcategorization of one category on
different grounds which are valuable for speciaists in the sphere of law.

Comprehensive researches of functional orientation of derivative form
are the base for regarding derivative system of language as the potential of its
language functioning. Derivative word functioning in the text occurs, firstly, in
lexical-derivative raw formation (LDR) which stands for sequence of cognate
or oneaffixal words (including ,,clear” repetitions) crossing discretive textual
space (context) (I'omes, 1989, c. 96), secondly, lexical row, that is, the
sequence of words with determination relations where derivative relations do
not have formal nature. These rows are part of inner form of the text,
connective cores performing its ontological unity in words and morphemes
repetitions. Obligatory functioning of lexical-derivative and lexical rows in the
text proves the involvement of lexical derivation into the text derivation
processes and into continuous derivative and motivative flow as a whole.

The continuity of the derivation-motivational processes in the language
is associated with the continuity of the derivation field of the word in the
language system. The two most important axes of the derivational variation of
the word are formal and semantic variations, which lead to the appearance of
two different semantically functional units — the derivation words and
specifications that are the basic concepts of derivational lexicology.

The peculiarity of the derivational word as a semantic-functional unit of
the lexical-derivative system, as distinct from other aspects of the study of the
word within the framework of level grammar, is associated with the
actualization of the formal-semantic connections of the word with other words.

The notion of the derivational form of the word is based on the
understanding of the identity of the word allowing for the distinctive features
in its use. Consequently, it is a tool for distinguishing between discrete
individual-unique semantic qualities which contradict the continuity of the
general derivation-motivational flow in the semantic language space. On the
other hand, it actively performs a suppositive function in the process of
creating / reproducing / choosing a lexical unit, specification and maintaining
continuity.

The word realizes its potential of derivational functioning in the text, and
,.the functional properties of the word in the text are in double contextuality.
These properties are determined by the general features of the word as a unit
of the lexical system and specified by the properties of the word, which are
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inserted in it in the text itself in a certain system of dependencies”, therefore,
two aspects of the issues of derivational lexicology study are outlined: lexico-
centric, when the word as the carrier of its formalized-semantic potential
dominates, and text-centric (Syntactic-centric), when the text (context) is
studied, which provides conditions for the realization of the functioning word
potential.

Hence the orientation either on the properties of the word as a
representative of the derivative system of lexis (degrees of division,
motivation), or on the properties of the context, which determine certain
features of the derivative function of the word, therefore the variation of the
context can serve as a way of identifying and studying the potential of its
functioning.

If the lexical derivation is included in the syntactic (comp.: ,.lexical
derivation, paradoxically, is the syntactic process, directly related to the
formation of a sentence in the text”), then the functional LDR acts as an
intermediate link between the unisolated word and the proposition that is the
basis of the continuous derivation-motivational process of the text in its lexical
view. Lexico-derivative space of the text forms an independent text
dimension. If we consider LDR as a ,,whole entity”, ,,text complex”, ,,another
minor unit of the text-level language” (Buxosanerp, 1983), then we give it an
intermediate position between the lexical and syntactic levels and we believe
that any change in the lower or higher levels leads to the change of LDR.
Therefore, the interaction between the text and the derivational word is
determined.

The study of a functional derivational word on the background of
functional derivational text, in which the word implements its potential for
formal semantic development, is of great interest in the field of derivational
lexicology. At the same time, it is necessary to review the basic concepts of
the theory, because really functional description of the dictionary system is
carried out through the interaction of semantics of nominative units with an
appropriate syntactic theory. On this basis we can highlight two studying
directions of the derivational word in the epistemological term: from the word
and from the text, but the problem of the interaction between the functional
derivational word and the text has not been set. The need for research is
determined by a number of epistemological reasons including ,.,the separation
of lexical derivation from general-text derivation” (I'osies, 1989, c. 17-26).

The structures of the phrase that are widely used are the ones one of
the components of which is a word with a commonly used neutral meaning
ocoba in combination with the corresponding adjective, which leads to this
cluster becoming a term. The texts of the CCU are characterized by complex
substantive-adjective three-component constructions with the pivotal word-
noun and dependent adjectives. Among the substantive terminological phrases
there are structures connected by the link of management. Thus, the productive
pattern consists of the verb noun in nominative case and noun in the genetive
case.
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A significant group of substantive phrases consists of prepositional
noun constructions such as responsibility for crimes, attempt to crime
committing, complicity in a crime, the question of application, evasion of
punishment, in which the main component requires the use of the
corresponding noun with the preposition, for example: Preparation for a small
gravity crime does not entail criminal liability (CCU, R. 11l (ML), Article 14);
An attempt to commit a crime is the commission of a person with a direct
intent of an act (action or inaction) (CCU, R. Il (ML), Article 15).

These syntactic structures are not considered to be productive in the
texts being studied. As you know, the word combination can be regarded as a
complex one when it contains optional elements that can be removed from the
corresponding structure without its destruction as a syntactic unit of a certain
type. It is worth paying attention to the fact that terminological phrases are
characterized by their stable fixed structure, which makes impossible to extract
these or those components.

It is quite common thing when the basis of the complex term is one or
more simple phrases, as in the following sentence: An executor (co-executor)
bears criminal responsibility under the article of the Special Part of this Code,
which provides for a crime committed by him (CCU, R. VI (ML), Article 29).
Multi-task nature of complex terminological phrases should be taken into
account during the analysis of the language of the CCU, when they are
highlighted in the text. Such phrases are also called combined, as the
dependent component in them is also essentially a phrase, for example:
Foreigners who have committed crimes in Ukraine and convicted for them on
the basis of this Code may be transferred for serving the sentence for the
crime committed in the State whose citizens they are, if such a transfer is
provided for by international treaties of Ukraine (CCU, RP Il (MOU), Atrticle
10).

It is to be noted that the structure of complex terminological units
sometimes includes its own names, for example: An attack on the life of the
President of Ukraine, the Chairman of the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine, the
people's deputy of Ukraine, the Prime Minister of Ukraine ... is committed in
connection with their state or social activities (CCU , P. 1 (OC), Article 12).

The specificity of the language of the modern legislative text is also
made up of structures that have a number of terminological phrases. Each
specific term has a specific fixed meaning: Preparing for a crime is to seek or
adapt means or equipment, search for accomplices or conspiracy to commit a
crime, eliminate obstacles, and other deliberate creation of conditions for
committing an offense (CCU, RI 11 (ML), Art. 14). An option of this structure
can be a combination of a given model with a noun in the Instrumental case:
The repetition provided for in part one of this article is absent in the
commission of an ongoing crime consisting of two or more identical acts
united by a single criminal intention (CCU, RV (OC), Article 184);

Allocate terminological phrases in which the verbal noun of the violation
is used in the form of singular and combined with the noun in Genitive Case:
Violation of the secrecy of voting (CCU, RV (OC). Terminological phrases of
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a more complicated structural organization, allow you to convey the content of
the legal norm more precisely, to cover certain details, for example: Violation
of the right to free medical care (CCU, RV (OC), Article 184).

Consequently, the modern Ukrainian legal text is actively replenished
with two- and multi-component terminology units to designate new concepts
or to improve or refine already existing ones. Composed legal terms are
syntactic constructions, consisting of two or more notional words based on
subordinate connection. It was found out that only a few polycomponent term-
nouns can be combined by means of ordinate connection. Formation of
multicomponent terms, their transition from simple to verbose units occurs in
stages and, accordingly, is accompanied by reformation and complication of
the syntactic model. Consequently, the word combinations can be referred to
terminological ones when their components are assumed as a single notion and
have a clearly formulated and fixed meaning. To solve the problem of the
word and the text interaction, we involve translingual space as the only
speech-language matter in its derivational aspect, revealing the peculiarities of
the word functioning in the context of derivational textology obtained when
comparing texts that are in the relations of derivability. Under the derivative
potential of the text we understand the ability of the text to enter the
derivational relations with other texts. In this case, the lexical-derivative
development of the text acts as one of the manifestations of the continuous
derivational and motivational process.
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Ilapsosa 1. B. [lepnBaniiinuii NpocTip IOPUIMYHOr0 TEKCTY

CraTTd mnpuUCBsiY€HAa BUBYECHHIO CTBOPEHHS JEpHUBAIIHOTO HpOCTOpPY
CJIOBa B CY4YaCHOMY YKpPaiHCBKOMY HOPHAHNYHOMY TeKCTi. JlocmimkeHHs
3MiiiCHEHO B pyciii cOpPMOBAHOI KOHIIEMIi JepUBAIIHOT JEKCHUKOIOTII.
TeopeTnyHa YacTUHA MPOIIOHOBAHOTO JOPOOKY OKPECIIOE T€ MiAIPYHTS, IO
JIKUTh B OCHOBI JiepuBalii. Y6auaemMo BiIMIHHICTb ()OPM CJIOBa HE TIIBKH B
pi3HOBUZAX MOPQOJOriYHOI CTPYKTypH, a M B pO3MAITTI TaK 3BaHUX
JAekcuyHUX  ¢GopM, S[KI CKJIAAAalTh MOJENb JEepUBALifHOrO  cjoBa:
1) cunreTnyHi 1 aHamiTHYHI (QOpPMH  CIOBO3MIiHH; 2) poHOMOpPdOIOTiUHI
BapiaHTU CJIOBa; 3) €TUMOJIOTIUHI BapiaHTH CJIOBa; 4) JEKCHKO-CTUIICTUYHI
BapiaHTH CJIOBa; J5) JIEKCUKO-CUHTAaKCUYHI BapiaHTH CJIOBa; 6) JEKCHUKO-
¢bpaseonoriyHi BapiaHTH. 3a3Hau€HO, IO Pi3HI BUIU JE€PUBALIMHUX 3B’I3KIB,
iX HEOJHOJIHIWHICTh 1 HEPIBHOMIPHICTh BU3HA4YalOTh OCHOBHI OCOOJIMBOCTI
Mojieni. 300pakeHO TMHAMIUHUM XapakTep JepHUBaLlifHOIO PO3BUTKY CIIOBA,
mo 3abe3meuyeThcsi JBOMa cCroco0aMu, sIKI TMOJIATalOTh B YTBOPEHHI
JepuBaliiiHux cniB 1 crneuugikanii. OnucaHo ysBIEHHS NOpo MoJeni
JNEPUBAIIIMHOTO TPOCTOPY CJIOBa: MpenactaBieHnX (opM 1 3B s3KIB
JepUBAIITHOTO (DYHKITIOHYBaHHS, SKi PO3TISAAAIOTHCS HAMH SIK CKIIQJHHUKH
JEPUBALIIMHOTO IMOTEHITIAITY, T IKMM PO3YMI€ThCS TOTOBHICTh CJIOBa TBOPUTH
(mepciekTrBHE  (YHKLIOHYBaHHS) 1 OyTH TBipHUM (PETPOCIIEKTHBHE
¢dbynkuionyBanus). Ha npukiani nepuBamiitHoro (yHKIIOHYBaHHS FOPUINYHOT
JEKCUKH  30BHIIIHA  JETEPMIHALIAHICTE  TPAKTYETbCd K  €QeKT
caMojieTepMiHaIli JEeKCHYHOI cucTeMu. NOpUAMYHUM TEeKCTaM, 3aJIeKHO BiJI
(G yHKLIOHATBHOI METH, TpUTaMaHHa MIEBHA OpraHizallis, IPUHIMIY i paBuiia
BUKOHAHHA, CTWIb HalMCaHHA Tollo. JloBeneHo, 10 B JAepUBALIHHOIO
MIPOCTOPY CIIOBA € TTMOWHHUHN CKJIQJHUK, TPEJCTABICHUN MapaurMaTHIHUMHU
3B’A3KaMH O/IHOKOPEHEBHUX CIIIB.

Kniouosi crnoea: nepusaiis, MOJIENb JEPUBAIIITHOTO TIPOCTOPY, JTEKCHKO-
JepUBalliifH1 3B’ I3KH, CEMeMa, IOPUIUIHHA TEKCT.
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apésa U. B. /lepuBaniuoOHHOEe MNPOCTPAHCTBO IOPHUAUYECKOrO
TeKCTa

Cratbss  TOCBSIIIEHa  W3YYEHMIO  CO3JaHUs  JEPUBALIMOHHOIO
MPOCTPAHCTBA CJIOBA B COBPEMEHHOM YKPAMHCKOM IOPUIUYECKOM TEKCTE.
HccnenoBanue  OCyIIECTBIEHO B pyclie  CIOXKUBIIEHCA  KOHLEHNLIHH
JEpPUBALIMOHHON JIeKcuKosioruu. Teoperudeckas 4YacThb IPENIAracMoro
opaboTKy OmpenessieT TO OCHOBAaHUE, YTO JIEKUT B OCHOBE JIE€pUBALIMU.
YemarpuBaeMm pasnuuue (opM  cloBa HE TOJBKO B  Pa3HOBHJIHOCTSIX
MOpP(]OTOrHUecKOr CTPYKTYphl, HO W B Pa3HOOOpa3uM TaK Ha3bIBAEMBIX
JeKCHYECKUX (POpM, KOTOpPBIE COCTABISIIOT MOJEIb JEPUBALIMOHHOTO CIIOBA:
1) cuHTeTHYECKHE nu AQHAJUTUYECKUE (bopMbI CJIOBOM3MEHEHUS;
2) poHOMOP(OIIOTUYHN BapHaHTHI CJOBA; 3) STHMOJIOTHYECKHE BapUAHTHI
cioBa;  4) JEKCUKO-CTUIMCTHUYECKUE  BapHaHThl  CJOBA;  5) JIEKCHKO-
CHUHTAaKCUYECKHE BapHAHTHI CJIOBA; 6) JIEKCUKO-(hPa3eOIOrHueCcKue BapuaHThI.
OTMeueHo, 4YTO  pa3auyHble  BHIbBl  JIEPUBALIMOHHBIX  CBS3€d, MX
HEOJHOJMHUMHUCTL W HEPAaBHOMEPHOCTb  OIPENCIAIOT  OCHOBHBIC
ocobeHHoctu Mozaenu. M3o0paxeH JUHAMHYHBIM XapakTep JepUBALIMOHHOTO
pa3BUTHS CJI0BA, 00ECIIEYMBACTCS ABYMsI CIIOCOOaMHU, KOTOPBIE 3aKIIOYAIOTCS
B 00pa3oBaHUU JIEPUBALMOHHBIX CJIOB U crnenudukanuid. OnucaHbl
NPEACTaBICHUE O MOJACIM  JEPUBALMOHHOIO  IIPOCTPAHCTBA  CJIOBA:
MpeicTaBIeHHBIX (OpM U CBA3€d JAEpUBALMOHHOTO (DYHKIIMOHUPOBAHMS,
KOTOPBIE pPAacCMaTpUBAIOTCA HaMM KaK COCTaBILIOLIME JACPUBALMOHHOIO
MOTEHIManaa, MO0J KOTOPhIM TIOHMMAeTCsl TOTOBHOCTb CJOBa TBOPHTH
(mepcriekTUBHOE (yHKIIMOHUPOBAHUS ) u OBIThH o0pa3yronmm
(perpocniekTBHOE  GyHKIHOHUpOBaHUs). HOpuaudeckum  TekcTam, B
3aBUCUMOCTH  OT (DYHKIMOHANBHOW 1€MW, MpUCYIa ONpeAcicHHAs
OopraHu3anus, IPUHIMUIbI U [PaBUJIa BBIIOJHEHHS, CTWIb HANMCAHUSA U T.JI.
Jloka3aHo, 4TO B JEPUBALIMOHHOTO MPOCTPAHCTBA CJIOBA €CTh TIYOMHHBIN
COCTAaBJISIOLLASA, IIPEACTABICHHBIN napagurmMaTU4eCKuMu CBSI3IMU
OJIHOKOPEHHBIX CJIOB.

Knrouegvie cnosa: nepusanus, MoJeab JEPUBALMOHHOIO MPOCTPAHCTBA,
JIEKCUKO-JICPUBALIMOHHBIE CBS3H, CEMEMA, FOPUINIECKUI TEKCT.

Tsareva I. V. The derivative space of the law text

The article is devoted to the study of derivative word space in modern
Ukrainian law text. The research is carried out in line with the developed
concept of derivative lexicology. The theoretical part of the proposed
refinement outlines the basis underlying the derivation. We see the difference
between word forms not only in varieties of morphological structure, but also
in the variety of so-called lexical forms that make up the model of the
derivative word: 1) synthetic and analytical forms of word change;
2) phonomorphological variants of the word; 3) etymological variants of the
word; 4) vocabulary and stylistic variants of the word; 5) vocabulary and
syntactic variants of the word; 6) lexico-phraseological variants. It is noted
that different types of derivative bonds, their non-uniformity and non-
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uniformity determine the main features of the model. The dynamic character
of derivative word development is provided, which is provided in two ways,
which are the formation of derivative words and specifications. Descriptions
of derivative word space models are presented: presented forms and relations
of derivative functioning, which we consider as components of derivative
potential, by which we mean the readiness of the word to create (perspective
functioning) and to be creative (retrospective functioning). It is proved that the
derivative space of a word has a deep component represented by paradigmatic
connections of single-root words. The derivativeness of the modern Ukrainian
legal text is considered as a sphere of the functional-derivative space of the
legal language. Versatility and multilevel of the organization of legal text
testifies that him it is difficult to inlay in the usual linear scopes of that
linguistic science that was formed on the exposure of certain corps of units and
their further classification.

Key words: derivation, derivative space model, lexical derivative
relations, semes, law text.
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