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NPEANCJIOBUE

Ilpennaraemoe yueOHOe mmocoOue MpeacTaBiseT coO00il Kype JIeK-
CUKOJIOTUY aHIIUKCKOTO sI3bIKa M MpelHa3HauyeHOo [JIsI CTYACHTOB
JIMTHTBUCTUYECKUX YHUBEPCUTETOB U MHCTUTYTOB, a TaKXKe JUTSI CTYIeH-
TOB (paKyJIbTETOB MHOCTPAHHBIX SI3BIKOB. [TocoOue MoXeT OBbITh UC-
TOJTb30BAHO MPU M3YICHUM SJIEMEHTOB JIEKCUKOJIOTUY Ha 3aHITHSIX TI0
peueBoil MpakTUKe U KyJIbType peyeBOro oOIIeHUs, a TaKKe Ha 3aHsI-
TUSX, TTIOCBSIIEHHBIX IMPoOIeMaM MEXKYITbTYPHOU KOMMYHUKAIINU.
ITocobue MoOXeT ObITh MCITOJb30BAHO TakKxKe MPU HAaNlMCAaHUU KypCO-
BBIX ¥ TUTUIOMHBIX paOoT, TIPU BHITIOJTHEHUW CAMOCTOSITETbHBIX yIe0-
HO-UCCJIeA0BATEIbCKUX 3aJaHUI U TIPU CAMOCTOSITEIbHOM paboTe Hal
SI3BIKOBBIM MaTepUaJIOM.

[MpakTnyeckue eI yueOHOro mocoodusl MpearnosaraloT yCBoeHue
OCHOB YaCTHOM JIEKCUKOJIOTUH, O3HAKOMJIEHIE CTYIEHTOB ¢ HanboJee
Ba>KHbIMU OCOOEHHOCTSIMU CTPYKTYPHO-CEMaHTUYECKOTO CTPOSI aHT-
JIMIACKOTO $SI3bIKa, YTO TIOMOXET UM B JaJIbHEUIIIEM CO3HATETbHO TTOM-
XOIWUTh K U3YUYEHUIO JIEKCUKU B MPAKTUYECKOM ILIaHE.

B moco6uu ocyIiecTBieH eqUHBIN MOIX0M K U3JIOKEHUIO MaTepHa-
Jia, OCHOBHOM 0COOEHHOCTbIO KOTOPOTO SIBJISIFOTCSI TTIO3TAITHAsI Mpopa-
00TKa TeOpEeTUYECKMX TOJIOKEHUI Kypca M KOHTPOJIb, OCYIIECTBIIsIE-
MbIii MOCPEACTBOM BOIIPOCOB U MpaKTUuecKux 3agaHuii. CoboaeHue
o0IIero MpUHIIAIIA OpTaHW3allM MaTepHajia ClocoOCTBYeT Goliee
3 (PeKTUBHOMY YCBOEHUIO BCEX BKJIIOYEHHBIX B TOCOOUE TEM.

Teopus sBiIsieTcsT HEOTHEMIIEMOI YacThIO TIpoIiecca MOATOTOBKH
CMELMAIUCTOB MO MEXKYJBTYPHOI KOMMYHUKaluu. be3 yriyoneHus
B TEOpETHYECKNE aCTIEKThI sI3bIKa HEBO3MOXKHA MOATOTOBKA KBaTMU(U-
LIMPOBAHHBIX KaJpOB B 00JIACTU JIMHTBUCTUKMU, a TaKXkKe (PUIIOJOTUM.
3HaHUEe TeOPEeTUIECKUX OCHOB KaK YaCTHBIX, TaK M OOIINX JIMHTBU-
CTUYECKUX TUCLUMUILUIMH CIIOCOOCTBYET JOCTHUXKEHUIO BHICOKUX PE3Yiib-
TaToOB B X07e 00y4YeHUs] MTHOCTPAHHOMY SI3BIKY, TTO3BOJISIET ChOPMUPO-
BaThb MPOYHbBIE HABBIKU MPAKTUYECKOTO MCMOJIb30BaHUSI TOTO U UHO-
ro MHOCTPAHHOTO sI3bIKa. B HacTosmiee BpeMs McciaenoBaTeIn Bce
yaiie TPUXOISIT K BBIBOAY O TOM, UTO 0e3 3HAHUSL Meopuu uUsyveHue
S3bIK08 CYyulecmeeHHo ocaodcHsemcs. O0yJalommiics, He MMEIOIITNA
MNpeacTaBIeHUsI O CTPYKTYPHO-AePUBALIMOHHBIX, CEMAaHTUYECKUX,
nparMaTUYeCcKUX U IPYyrux OCOOEHHOCTIX U3Y4aeMOro $I3bIKa, a TaK-
K€ ero pa3sHooOpa3HbIX 3aKOHOMEPHOCTSIX, HE CITOCOOEH aaanThupo-
BaTbCs K HOBOM IJIST HETO SI3BIKOBOM cpefie, K HOBBIM TSI HETO SI3BbI-
KOBBIM CTaHAApTaM U PeUYeBbIM CUTYallUsIM, HE TOTOB K aIcKBaTHOMY
HCITOTb30BAHUIO N3yYaeMBIX SI3BIKOBBIX CPEACTB, TTOCKOJIBKY B 3HAUM-
TEJIbHOW CTEMeHU OMUpaeTcs Ha 3HAHUSI U BO3MOXHOCTU POIHOTO
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sa3bika. TakuM oOpa3oM, OBJIaAeHUE TEOPETUUECKOM 0a30il JaHHBIX
TOr0 WJM MHOTO UMHOCTPAHHOTO sI3bIKa rapaHTUPYET YCIeX B Mpolec-
C€ MEXKYJIbTYPHOIO OOLIEHUSI, CHUMAET MPOOJeMy BO3HUKHOBEHUS
Pa3IUUYHBIX MEXbSI3bIKOBBIX KOH(MJIMKTOB, CYIIECTBEHHO MOHUXKAI0-
1IMX cTeneHb 3P@PEeKTUBHOCTU TIpoliecca MEXKYJIBTYPHOU KOMMYHM-
Kauuu, u ¢GopMUPYET NPOUYHbIE PELENTUBHbIE U MPOAYKTUBHBIE
MEXbsI3bIKOBbIE YMEHUSI, HEOOXONUMBbIE JIJISI TOCTUXKEHUSI TOHUMaHU s
Ha MEXKYJIbTYPHOM YPOBHE OOILIEeHMUSI.

XapakTep U1 00beM TEOPETUUYECKOTO MaTepuasia olpeaeseH rnpak-
TUYECKON HEOOXOMUMOCTBIO U 11eJIeCO00pa3HOCThIO. TeopeTuueckue
CBENIEHMSI MpeIaraloTcs B 00bemMe, HEOOXOAUMOM JIJIsI TPaKTUYECKO-
ro OBJaJAeHUS OTNpeAeIeHHBIMU JUHTBUCTUUECKUMU MOHSITUsIMU. Te-
OpeTUYECKUIT MaTeprall BO MHOTUX CJIydasiXx COIMPOBOXAAETCS CXeMa-
MU U TabJULIAMU, YTO JIeJIaeT TEOpHUIO OoJiee HAIJISIIHON U 3alTOMUHA-
IOLIICHACS.

[TpakTryeckasi yacTb y4eOHOIo MocoOrsi HAUMHAETCS C CEPUU BOTI-
pOCOB, KOTOpbIE AAIOTCSl MOC/e KaxXJA0i YyacTu Wu miaBbl. Bompochl,
BBIHOCHMBbIE Ha 00CY>KAeHME, MPENIIECTBYIOT OJIOKY MPaKTUIeCKUX 3a-
JIAaHWUH, 4TO, 0€3yCIOBHO, 00Jier4yaeT X BbIMOJIHEHUE, TOCKOJIbKY 1aH-
HbI€ BOIPOCHI CITOCOOCTBYIOT HE TOJIbKO TTOBTOPEHUIO MPOMIEHHOTO
TEOPETUUYECKOTO MaTepuasa, HO U KOHLUEHTPAllMM BHUMAaHUS CTY/IEeH-
TOB Ha HanOoJiee BaXKHBIX HAYUHBIX MMOHSITUSIX U SIBJICHUSIX SI3bIKA.

Oco6o0e BHUMaHME B KHUIE YIEJSIeTCs OpraHm3aluuy padoThl C
NpakTUYECKUM MaTepuaioM. BONBIIMHCTBO MpakKTUYECKUX 3aJaHUI
COEP>XUT 00paslibl ux BbiNojaHeHus. [TpakTuueckue 3agaHusi — 3TO
OCHOBHOI ¢noco0 BBIpAOOTKM YMEHUI U MPUOOPETeHUsI HAaBBIKOB B
paboTe ¢ aHITIUHACKUM SI3bIKOM.

OCHOBOI1 /15 TPaKTUYECKUX 3aJaHUI CTy>KaT pa3HOOOpa3HbIe CO-
BPEMEHHbIE aHIJIMUCKUE JIeKCUKOTrpahuuecknue UCTOUYHUKU, a TaKXKe
COBpEMEHHbIE aHTJIMICKUE TeKCThl. [IpakTnyeckuii Mmatepuan oTou-
pajicsl ¢ TAKUM pacye€ToM, YTOObI OH, C OTHOW CTOPOHBI, paCIIMPSLII U
OTHOBPEMEHHO YyryOJisil NMpeacTaBieHue O TOM WU UHOM JIMHTBU-
CTUYECKOM SIBJIEHWUU, C IPYTOM CTOPOHBI, 0OJieryaj NoHMMaHue caMoi
CYTH 3TOTO sIBJIeHUsI, (hOPMUPYSI MPOUYHbIE HABBIKM HE TOJIBKO €ro pac-
MO3HAaBaHUSI CPEIM MHOXECTBA APYruX (hakTOB s3blKa, HO U HAy4YHO-
ro aHajJu3a JUHIBUCTUYECKUX JAHHBIX.

ITocoGue comepxut 6osee 160 pa3sHOOOPA3HBIX MPAKTUYECKUX 3a-
naHuii. B cooTBeTCTBUM € 3a1auaMy MPAKTUIECKOI JIEKCUKOJIOTUM aB-
TOp TIpeJIaraeT Jisl BBINOJIHEHUS ClIeayIole MPaKTUIeCKre 3aJaHus:
1) pa3BuBarIIe yMEHNE aHAJIU3UPOBATh SI3bIKOBBIE (haKThl HA OCHO-
B€ IPUOOpPETEeHHBIX 3HAHUI; 2) HallpaBJICHHbIE HA HAXOXIEHUE TIpaK-
TUUYECKOTrO pelIeHUs] MpoOaeMbl Ha CAMOCTOSITEIbHO OTOOpaHHOM
martepuajie; 3) pa3BuMBalollle aHATUTUUECKOE MBIILJIEHUE U YMEHUE
0000111aTh U CUCTEMATU3UPOBATh KOHKPETHBIN SI3bIKOBOW MaTepual;
4) pa3BuUBaIONINE SI3bIKOBYIO JOrajKy. bojibllioe KOIUYeCcTBO MpaKTu-
YeCKHUX 3aJJaHUI 1 HaJlMuMe KJIIoUeil K HUM JIaloT yCTaHOBKY Ha caMo-
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CTOSITEJIbHOE TBOPUECKOE U3YYEHUE aHIIMUCKOTO Si3bIKa, MO3BOJISIIOT
3HAYUTEIbHO PACIIMPUTD chepy ero NpakTUIeCcKoro npumeHeHus. Ta-
KUM 00pa3oM, BBITIOJIHSSL 9TU 3aJlaHusl, CTYAEHTbl pa3BUBAIOT YYBCTBO
sI3bIKA, TIOTIOJIHSIIOT CBOI CJIOBAapHbBIi 3arac, a Takke 3HaKOMSITCSI C CO-
BPEMEHHBIMU TCHICHLIMSMU B AHIJIMHACKOUN SI3bIKOBOM CUCTEME.

[TpakTrUueckure 3a1aHus MOXKXHO paccMaTpUBaTh TakKe Kak JOIMOJI-
HUTEJIbHBIN WJUIIOCTPATUBHBINA MaTepuall K TEOPETUUECKHUM I0JIOXKE-
HUSIM Kypca.

YyeOHOe mocobue 3aBepiaeTcsl BHIITOJIHEHUEM TECTa IO BCEMY
npoliaeHHOMY MaTepualy. Borpochkl Tecta MocTpoeHbl B CTPOTOM CO-
OTBETCTBMM C TOW TMOCEI0BATEIbHOCTbIO, B KOTOPOI TpPENCTaBIIeH
TeopeTuueckuii Marepuas. Kiiroum K TeCTy ITOMOTalT CTyJIeHTaM ca-
MOCTOSITEJIbHO OLIEHUTb CBOU 3HAHUS W CTENEHb YCBOEHUS TOW WU
WHOW TE€MBI.

ABTOp cepaeuHo OJiaromapuT peleH3eHTOB KHUTU 3a PeKOMEeHIa-
MU, cAeJaHHbIe MU MPU O3HAKOMJIEHUHU C TOcOoOreM, a Takxke, He-
COMHEHHO, CBOIO CEMbIO 32 TIOHUMAaHUWe, TEPIEHNE U MOIIEPXKKY.

H. B. Bvixosa



PART
I INTRODUCTION

1. | The Object of Lexicology. Links of Lexicology with Other
Branches of Linguistics

2. | Two Approaches to Language Study

3.| The Course of Modern English Lexicology

1. THE OBJECT OF LEXICOLOGY.
LINKS OF LEXICOLOGY WITH OTHER BRANCHES
OF LINGUISTICS

The term ‘lexicology’ is composed of two Greek morphemes: lexis
denoting ‘word’ and /ogos denoting ‘learning’. Thus the literal meaning
of the term ‘lexicology’ is ‘the science of the word’. In modern linguistics
lexicology is one of the branches of science dealing with different
properties of words and the vocabulary of a language.

The term ‘word’ denotes the basic unit of a language resulting from
the association of a particular meaning with a particular group of sounds
capable of a particular grammatical employment. The word is a
structural and semantic entity within the language system.

The term ‘vocabulary’ is used to denote the system formed by the
total sum of all the words that the language possesses.

Distinction is naturally made between General Lexicology and
Special Lexicology.

The general study of words and vocabulary, irrespective of the specific
features of any particular language, is known as General Lexicology.

Special Lexicology is the lexicology of a particular language
(e.g. English, Russian, etc.), i.e. the study and description of its words
and vocabulary. Special Lexicology may be historical and descriptive.

The evolution of any vocabulary, as well as of its single elements,
forms the object of Historical Lexicology. This branch of linguistics
deals with the origin of various words, their change and development,
and investigates the linguistic and extra-linguistic forces modifying their
structure, meaning and usage. In the past historical treatment was always
combined with the comparative method. Historical lexicology has been
criticized for its atomistic approach, i.e. for treating every word as an
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individual and isolated unit. This drawback is, however, not intrinsic
to the science itself.

Descriptive Lexicology deals with the vocabulary of a given
language at a given stage of its development. It studies the functions of
words and their specific structure as a characteristic inherent in the
system (Diagram 1).

Diagram 1

LEXICOLOGY

/

General Special

Historical Descriptive

Lexicology has close ties with other branches of linguistics as they
also take into account words in one way or another approaching them
from different angles.

There is a relationship between lexicology and phonetics since
phonetics is also concerned with the study of the word, i.e. with the
sound-form of the word. A close connection between lexicology and
grammar is conditioned by the manifold ties between the objects of their
study. Even isolated words as presented in a dictionary bear a definite
relation to the grammatical system of the language because they belong
to some part of speech and conform to some lexico-grammatical
characteristics of the word class to which they belong. Lexicology is
linked with the history of a language since the latter investigates the
changes and the development of the vocabulary of a language. There is
also a close relationship between lexicology and stylistics. Stylistics
studies many problems treated in lexicology. These are the problems of
meaning, synonymy, differentiation of vocabulary according to the
sphere of communication and some other issues. Lexicology is bound
up with sociolinguistics. Sociolinguistics investigates the extra-linguistic
or social causes of the changes in the vocabulary of a language. The
word-stock of a language directly and immediately reacts to changes in
social life. The intense development of science and technology, which
is a social, i.e. an extra-linguistic factor, has lately given birth to a great
number of new words, e.g.: CD-ROM (‘compact disc read-only
memory: a CD on which large quantities of information can be stored
to be used by a computer, etc.’), e-mail (‘a system that allows you to
send and receive messages by computer’), SM.S (‘technical short
message service: a method of sending a text message to a mobile
phone’); pager (‘a small radio device, activated from a central point which
emits a series of bleeps or vibrates to inform the wearer that someone
wishes to contact them or that it has received a short text message’).



2. TWO APPROACHES TO LANGUAGE STUDY

There are two principal approaches in linguistic science to the study
of language material, namely the synchronic (or descriptive) and
the diachronic (or historical) approach. The distinction between
a synchronic and a diachronic approach is due to the Swiss philologist
Ferdinand de Saussure (1857 —1913) who separated the two approaches
stating that synchronic linguistics is concerned with systems and
diachronic linguistics — with single units. Subsequent investigations,
however, have shown the possibility and the necessity of introducing the
historical point of view into systematic studies even in lexicology.

The term ‘synchronic’ is composed of two Greek morphemes syn
meaning ‘together, with’ and cAronos which denotes ‘time’. Thus, with
regard to special lexicology the synchronic approach is concerned with
the vocabulary of a language as it exists at a given period of time,
e.g. at the present time.

The term ‘diachronic’ is composed of the Greek morphemes dia
meaning ‘through’ and chronos meaning ‘time’. Thus, the diachronic
approach in terms of special lexicology deals with the changes and the
development of vocabulary in the course of time.

The two approaches in lexicology (synchronic and diachronic)
should not be contrasted or set one against the other; in fact, they are
interconnected and interdependent: every linguistic structure and system
exists in a state of a constant development so that the synchronic state
of a language system is a result of a long process of linguistic evolution,
the result of the historical development of the language.

A good example illustrating both the distinction between the two
approaches and their interconnection is furnished by the words 70 beg
and beggar. Synchronically, these words are related as a simple word
(to beg) and a derived word' (beggar). The noun beggar is derived from
the verb o beg by means of the suffix -ar. Diachronically, however, we
learn that the noun beggar was borrowed from Old French and the verb
to beg appeared in the English language as a result of back derivation?,
i.e. it was derived from the noun beggar.

Thus, the synchronic approach studies language at a theoretical ‘point’
in time. It refers to Descriptive Lexicology as this branch of Linguistics
deals with the vocabulary and vocabulary units of language at a certain
time. The diachronic approach refers to Historical Lexicology that
studies the development of language or languages over time.

! Derived word — a word formed or originated from another or from a root in the
same or another language.

2 Back derivation — the formation of a word from the stem (base) of another word,
i.e. by means of cutting off suffixes (prefixes) from the source word. See also the
formation of the words: 7o burgle from the word burglar; to enthuse from enthusiasm,
to legislate from legislator.
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3. THE COURSE OF MODERN ENGLISH LEXICOLOGY

Modern English Lexicology aims at giving a systematic
description of the word-stock of Modern English. Words, their
component parts — morphemes — and various types of word-groups,
are subjected to structural and semantic analysis primarily from the
synchronic angle. Thus, Modern English Lexicology investigates the
problems of word-structure and word-formation in Modern English,
the semantic structure of English words, the main principles underlying
the classification of vocabulary units into various groupings, the laws
governing the replenishment of the vocabulary with new vocabulary
units.

Modern English Lexicology studies the relations between various
layers of the English vocabulary and the specific laws and regulations
that govern its development at the present time. The source and growth
of the English vocabulary, the changes it has undergone in its history
are also dwelt upon. A section dealing with Lexicography, the science
and art of dictionary-compiling, is also traditionally included in a course
of Lexicology.

The course of Modern English Lexicology is of great practical
importance as the language learner will obtain much valuable
information concerning the English word-stock and the laws and
regulations governing the formation and usage of English words and
word-groups.

This text-book treats the following basic problems:

. Semasiology;

. Word-Structure;

. Word-Formation;

. Etymology of the English Word-Stock;

. Word-Groups and Phraseological Units;

. Variants and Dialects of the English Language;
. English Lexicography.

NNV AW~

QUESTIONS

. What Greek morphemes is the term ‘lexicology’ composed of?

. What does lexicology study?

. What does the term ‘word’ denote?

. What is the term ‘vocabulary’ used to denote?

. What is the object of study of General Lexicology?

. What does Special Lexicology study?

. What forms the object of study of Historical Lexicology?

. What does Descriptive Lexicology deal with?

. What branches of linguistics does lexicology have close ties with?
10. What are the principal approaches in linguistic science to

the study of language material?
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11. What scientist made the distinction between a synchronic and
a diachronic approach?

12. What is the literal meaning of the term ‘synchronic’ which is
Greek by origin?

13. What is the synchronic approach concerned with?

14. What is the literal meaning of the term ‘diachronic’ which is
Greek by origin?

15. What does the diachronic approach deal with?

16. Why are the synchronic and the diachronic approaches inter-
connected and interdependent? Give an example.

17. What does Modern English Lexicology aim at?

18. What problems does Modern English Lexicology investigate?

19. What section is also traditionally included in a course of
Lexicology? Why?

20. Why is the course of Modern English Lexicology of great practical
importance for the language learner?



PART
1 SEMASIOLOGY

Meaning as a Linguistic Notion

Referential or Analytical Definitions of Meaning

Functional or Contextual Definitions of Meaning

Operational or Information-Oriented Definitions of Meaning
Two Approaches to the Content Facet of Linguistic Units. Naming
Types of Meaning

Aspects of Lexical Meaning

N N e el
T

The branch of lexicology that is devoted to the study of meaning is
called semasiology. What is meaning? To define meaning is especially
difficult due to the complexity of the process by which language and
human consciousness serve to reflect outward reality and to adopt it to
human needs.

The definition of lexical meaning has been attempted more than once
in accordance with the main principles of different linguistic schools'.
At present there is no universally accepted definition of meaning, or
rather a definition reflecting all the basic features of meaning and being
at the same time operational. Nevertheless different definitions of
meaning help to sum up the general characteristics of the notion
comparing various approaches to the description of the content side of
the language.

1. MEANING AS A LINGUISTIC NOTION

There are three main categories of definitions of meaning which may
be referred to as
— referential or analytical definitions of meaning;

! The disciples of F. de Saussure, a Swiss linguist (1857 — 1913), consider meaning
to the relations between the object or notion named and the name itself. Descriptive
linguistics of the Bloomfieldian trend defines meaning as the situation in which the
word is uttered.
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— functional or contextual definitions of meaning;
— operational or information-oriented definitions of meaning.

1.1. Referential or Analytical Definitions
of Meaning

The essential characteristic of the referential approach is that it
distinguishes between the three components closely connected with
meaning:

1) the sound-form of the linguistic sign;

2) the concept underlying this sound-form;

3) the referent, i.e. the part or aspect of reality to which the linguistic
sign refers.

The referential model of meaning is the so-called ‘basic triangle’
which is graphically represented on Diagram 2.

Diagram 2

concept

sound-form referent

[dav]

The sound-form of the linguistic sign [dav] is connected with our
concept of the bird which it denotes and through it with the referent,
i.e. the actual bird. The diagram implies that meaning is in a way
a correlation between the sound-form of a word, the underlying concept
and the concrete object it denotes. Hence, the questions arise: in what
way does meaning correlate with each element of the triangle and in
what relation does meaning stand to each of them?

1. It is easily observed that the sound-form of the word is not identical
with its meaning. There is no inherent connection between the sound-
cluster [dav] and the meaning of the word dove. The connection is
conventional and arbitrary. This can be easily proved by comparing the
sound-forms of different languages conveying one and the same
meaning: English [dav] and Russian [golub']. The words have different
sound-forms but express the same meaning.

2. When we examine a word we see that its meaning though closely
connected with the underlying concept or concepts is not identical with
it or with them. Concept is a category of human cognition (kaTeropust
mbinuieHus1). Concept is the thought of an object that singles out its
essential features. Concepts are the results of abstraction and
generalization. Thus they are almost the same for the whole of humanity
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Table 1

concept “a building for human “fixed residence of family
language habituation” or household”
English house home
Russian IOM JIOM

in one and the same period of its historical development. The meanings
of words, however, are different in different languages. Compare
the linguistic expression of one and the same concept in different
languages (Table 1).

This comparison proves the fact that the concepts expressed by one
and the same word in one language (in Russian), can be expressed by
two different words in the other language (in English).

3. Distinguishing meaning from the referent, i.e. from the thing
denoted by the linguistic sign, is of the utmost importance. To begin
with, meaning is linguistic whereas the denoted object or the referent is
beyond the scope of language. One and the same object can be denoted
by more than one word of a different meaning. For example, in speech
the referent ;

; L.l can be denoted by the word cat,
animal, pussy, Tom this, pet, etc. All these words have the same
referent, but different meanings. Besides, there are words that have
distinct meaning but do not refer to any existing thing, e.g. mermaid —
‘an imaginary sea creature that has the upper body of a woman and a
fish’s tail’; angel — ‘a spirit that in some religions is believed to live in
heaven with God; in pictures, angels are shown as people with wings’;
phoenix — ‘in ancient stories, an imaginary bird which set fire to itself
every 500 years and was born again, rising from its ashes (= the powder
left after its body has been burnt)’; etc.

The conclusion is that meaning is not to be identical with any of the
three points of the triangle — the sound-form, the concept and the
referent, but is closely connected with them.

The referential definitions of meaning are usually criticized on the
ground that: 1) they cannot be applied to sentences; 2) they cannot
account for certain semantic additions emerging in the process of
communication; 3) they fail to account for the fact that one word may
denote different objects and phenomena (polysemy) while one and the
same object may be denoted by different words (synonymy).
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1.2. Functional or Contextual Definitions of Meaning

The functional approach to meaning maintains that the meaning
of a linguistic unit can be studied only through its relation to other
linguistic units. According to the given approach the meanings of
the words 70 move and movement are different because these words
function in speech differently, i.e. occupy different positions in relation
to other words. 70 move can be followed by a noun (7o move a chair)
and preceded by a pronoun (we move). Movement may be followed by
a preposition (movement of a car) and preceded by an adjective (slow
movement). The position of a word in relation to other words is called
distribution of the word. As the distribution of the words 7o move and
movement is different they belong to different classes of words and their
meanings are different.

The same is true of different meanings of one and the same word.
Analyzing the function of a word in linguistic contexts and comparing
these contexts, we conclude that meanings are different. For example,
we can observe the difference of meanings of the verb ro rake if we
examine its functions in different linguistic contexts, fo take a seat
(‘to sit down’) as opposed to 7o take to smb. (‘to begin to like someone’).
The term ‘context’ is defined as the minimum stretch of speech
necessary and sufficient to determine which of the possible meanings
of a polysemantic word is used.

The functional approach is sometimes described as contextual as it
is based on the analysis of various contexts. In the functional approach
which is typical of structural linguistics semantic investigation is
confined to the analysis of the difference or sameness of meaning:
meaning is understood as the function of a linguistic unit.

1.3. Operational or Information-Oriented Definitions
of Meaning

The operational or information-oriented definitions of meaning
are centered on defining meaning through its role in the process of
communication. Thus, this approach studies words in action and is more
interested in how meaning works than in what it is. The information-
oriented approach began to take shape with the growing interest of
linguistics in the communicative aspect of the language when the object
of study was shifted to relations between the language we use and the
situations whithin which it is used, thus exploring the capacity of human
beings to use the language appropriately.

Within the framework of the trend described meaning is defined as
information conveyed from the speaker to the listener in the process of
communication. This definition is applicable both to words and sentences
and thus overcomes one of the alleged drawbacks of the referential
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approach. The problem is that it is more applicable to sentences than to
words and even as such fails to draw a clear distinguishing line between
the direct meaning and implication (additional information).

Thus, the sentence John came at 6 o’clock besides the direct
meaning may imply that John ‘was fwo hours late; failed to keep his
promise; came though he did not want to; was punctual as usual,
etc’. In each case the implication would depend on the concrete situation
of communication and discussing meaning as information conveyed
would amount to the discussion of an almost infinite set of possible
communication situations. The distinction between the two layers in
the information conveyed is so important that two different terms may
be used to denote them. The direct information conveyed by the units
constituting the sentence may be referred to as meaning while
the information added to the extralinguistic situation may be called
sense.

2. TWO APPROACHES TO THE CONTENT FACET
OF LINGUISTIC UNITS. NAMING

Since words denote objects, processes, phenomena of concrete
reality, the first thing to be discussed is correlation between meaning
and the thing denoted by the word. In studying such correlation two
different approaches are possible. The study of the semantic side of the
word may start with the name or with the object denoted. In the first
case the study will consist in considering different meanings of the word,
determining interrelations between them, as well as discovering semantic
relations between different words. Such approach is called semasio-
logical. The second approach is the reverse of the first: it starts from
an object and consists in analyzing different words correlated with it.
This approach is called onomasiological (from the Greek onoma =
= ‘name’). The onomasiological approach helps to discover how
meaning is formed, considering its basic properties and peculiarities.

The difference between the two approaches may be illustrated by
Diagram 3.

Diagram 3

the semasiological approach

meaning > < object

the onomasiological approach
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There are two main participants in the process of nomination: the
one who gives a name to an object (the nominator) and the object
which is given a name (the referent). The process of giving a name to
an object consists of several stages.

1. The process of nomination starts with forming a concept of the
object. The concept is a generalized idea of a class of objects, summing
up the most essential features of the given class thus distinguishing it
from other classes. There are several factors which influence the
formation of concepts: 1) the objective reality itself. This factor accounts
for differences in concepts in different language communities. This can
be illustrated by the collocability of words in different languages: in
Russian ecms cyn — in English drink soup; 2) the level of knowledge
about the nature and structure of the given object. For example, the
concept of “star” differs for the 15" century and 21% century European;
3) the general system of notions typical of the given language
community, e.g. philosophic, moral, religious and other principles
existing at the given period of time.

2. The next stage in the process of naming is the designation of class
of objects under nomination with the help of linguistic means. To form
meaning certain features (not necessarily the most important in shaping
the concept) are singled out to underlie word semantics. The features
chosen as the basic characteristics of the object form the denotatum.
It is really what the word denotes, while the concept and the referent
are what the word is correlated with. The interrelations of concept and
denotatum may be different, in some cases the denotatum is close to
the concept, in other cases it is much narrower than the underlying
concept as can be seen from Diagram 4.

Diagram 4

the referent
(e.g. a concrete animal)

concept

the denotatum of the word cat the denotatum of the word mouser
(‘small fury domestic animal often (i.e. not any cat, but ‘a cat that
kept as a pet, to catch mice, etc.’) catches mice’)
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The denotational part of meaning is relatively stable and it stands to
represent all the characteristics of the object — general, individual, and
those to be discovered.

3. Defining a set of denotational features constituting the most
important part of meaning (i.e. the semantic core) in the process of
nomination is not the final stage. The next step is the formation of
functional significance of a linguistic unit. The attitude of the speaker
towards the object, the place it is ascribed among other things also finds
its reflection in shaping lexical meaning. Information suggested in
addition to the denotatum may refer to the positive or negative attitude
of the nominator, or it may indicate a certain situation of
communication and point out at the participants and their roles. This
additional information shapes the communicative value of lexical
meaning.

4. Coming to the final stage it should be noted that to become a word,
the semantic side formed in the process of nomination is to be correlated
with certain material structure, i.e. the sound form and the graphic
form. The acquisition of the sound and graphic forms makes it possible
for the word to be conveyed from one person to another to serve the
purposes of communication.

3. TYPES OF MEANING

Word-meaning is not homogeneous. It is made up of various
components. These components are described as types of meaning.
The two main types of meaning are the grammatical meaning and
the lexical meaning. Still one more type of meaning is singled out. It is
based on the interaction of the major types and is called the part-of-
speech (or lexico-grammatical) meaning.

The grammatical meaning is defined as an expression in speech
of relationship between words. Grammatical meaning is the component
of meaning recurrent in identical sets of individual forms of different
words, as, for example, the tense meaning in the word-forms of
the verbs: asked, thought, walked; the case meaning in the word-forms
of various nouns: girl’s, boy’s, night’s; the meaning of plurality which
is found in the word-forms of nouns: joys, fables, places.

The lexical meaning of the word is the meaning proper to the given
linguistic unit in all its forms and distributions. The word-forms go,
goes, went, going, gone possess different grammatical meanings of
tense, person, number, but in each form they have one and the same
semantic component denoting ‘the process of movement’.

Both the lexical and grammatical meanings make up the word-
meaning as neither can exist without the other. That can be observed
in the semantic analysis of correlated words in different languages.
The Russian word ceéedenus is not semantically identical with
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the English equivalent information because unlike the Russian ceedenus
the English word does not possess the grammatical meaning of plurality
which is part of the semantic structure of the Russian word.

In some parts of speech the prevailing component is the grammatical
type of meaning. For example, in the verb 70 be the grammatical
meaning of a linking element prevails: He is a teacher.

The essence of the part-of-speech meaning of a word is revealed
in the classification of lexical items into major word-classes (nouns,
verbs, adjectives and adverbs) and minor word-classes (articles,
prepositions, conjunctions, etc).

All members of a major word-class share a distinguishing semantic
component which, though very abstract, may be viewed as the lexical
component of part-of-speech meaning. For example, the meaning of
thingness or substantiality may be found in all the nouns, e.g. table,
love, sugar, though they possess different grammatical meaning of
number and case.

The grammatical aspect of part-of-speech meaning is conveyed as
a rule by a set of forms. If we describe the word as a noun we mean to
say that it is bound to possess a set of forms expressing the grammatical
meaning of number (fable-tables) and case (boy-boy’s).

The part-of-speech meaning of the words that possess only one form,
e.g. prepositions, some adverbs, etc. is observed only in their
distribution, e.g. fo come in (here, there); in (on, under) the table.

The interconnection between the three types of meaning is shown
in Diagram 5.

Diagram 5
MEANING

Lexical - - - — - Part-of-Speech - — — Grammatical

4. ASPECTS OF LEXICAL MEANING

In the general framework of lexical meaning several aspects can be
singled out. They are:

a) the denotational aspect;

b) the connotational aspect;

¢) the pragmatic aspect.

The denotational aspect of lexical meaning is the part of lexical
meaning which establishes correlation between the name and the object,
phenomenon, process or characteristic feature of concrete reality
(or thought as such), which is denoted by the given word. The term
‘denotational’ is derived from the English word 7o denote which means
‘be a sign of, indicate, stand as a name or symbol for’. For example,
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the denotational meaning of booklet is ‘a small thin book that gives
information about something’. It is through the denotational aspect of
meaning that the bulk of information is conveyed in the process of
communication. The denotational aspect of lexical meaning expresses
the notional content of a word.

The connotational aspect of lexical meaning is the part of meaning
which reflects the attitude of the speaker towards what he speaks about.
Connotation conveys additional information in the process of
communication. Connotation includes:

1) the emotive charge, e.g. daddy as compared to father;

2) evaluation, which may be positive or negative, e.g. c/igue (a small
group of people who seem unfriendly to other people) as compared
to group (a set of people);

3) intensity (or expressiveness), ¢.g. adore as compared to /love;

4) imagery, e.g. fo wade — to walk with an effort (through mud,
water or anything that makes progress difficult). The figurative use of
the word gives rise to another meaning which is based on the same image
as the first — fo wade through a book.

The pragmatic aspect of lexical meaning is the part of meaning,
that conveys information on the situation of communication. Like
the connotational aspect, the pragmatic aspect falls into four closely
linked together subsections:

1) information on the “time and space” relationship of the
participants. Some information which specifies different parameters of
communication may be conveyed not only with the help of grammatical
means (tense forms, personal pronouns, etc.), but through the meaning
of the word. For instance, the words come and go can indicate
the location of the Speaker who is usually taken as the zero point in
the description of the situation of communication.

The time element when related through the pragmatic aspect of
meaning is fixed indirectly. Indirect reference to time implies that
the frequency of occurrence of words may change with time and in
extreme cases words may be out of use or become obsolete. Thus,
the word behold — ‘take notice, see (esp. something unusual or
striking)’ as well as the noun beholder — ‘spectator’ are out of use now
but were widely used in the 17" century;

2) information on the participants and the given language
community. To illustrate this type of pragmatic information in the word
meaning one can cite an example analysed by G.Leech in “Semantics”.
Discussing two sentences

(1) They chucked a stone at the cops, and then did a bunk with
the loot. (2) After casting a stone at the police, they absconded with
the money,

G.Leech points out that sentence (1) could be said by two criminals,
talking casually about the crime afterwards; sentence (2) might be said
by the chief inspector in making his official report. Thus, the language
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used may be indicative of the social status of a person, his education,
profession or occupation, etc. The pragmatic aspect of the word may
also convey information about the social system of the given language
community, its ideology, religion, system of norms and customs;

3) information on the tenor of discourse. The tenors of discourse
reflect how the addresser (the speaker or the writer) interacts with
the addressee (the listener or the reader). Tenors are based on social or
family roles of the participants of communication. A mother will talk
in a different way (a) with her small child and (b) about her children.
There may be a situation of a stranger talking to a stranger, or two friends
discussing matters of interest, or a teacher talking to a student, or
a student interviewed by the dean, etc.;

4) information on the register of communication. The conditions
of communication form another important group of factors. The register
defines the general type of the situation of communication grading
the situations in formality (variations ranging from extreme degrees of
formality through norm to extreme non-formality). Three main types
of the situations of communication are usually singled out: formal,
neutral and informal. Practically every word in the language is register-
oriented. Thus, the pragmatic aspect of meaning refers words like
cordial, fraternal, anticipate, aid, sanguinary, celestial to the formal
register while units like cut it out, to be kidding, hi, stuff are to be used
in the informal register.

The aspects of lexical meaning are presented graphically on
Diagram 6.

Diagram 6
LEXICAL MEANING

| T

Denotational aspect— — — - — Connotational aspect - - - — — — - Pragmatic aspect

Emotive charge / \ Evaluatlon/

Expressiveness Imagery
Information on the “time and space”
relationship of the participants

Information on the participants and
the given language community

Information on the tenor of discourse

Information on the register
of communication
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