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AUTHOR’S FEATURES OF SECONDARY NOMINATION

BASED ON LITERARY DISCOURSE

The presented work is devoted to the authors features of secondary nomination in the novels

of J. Galsworthy “The Man of Property”, the first part of “The Forsyte Saga’ and S. Maugham “The
Moon and Sixpence”. This article is devoted to the object of naming. The problems of the pragmatic
aspect of onomasiology are in the focus of modern semantics and linguistics of discourse, the issues
of the psychological mechanism of naming an object of reality are constantly discussed.

The study of various types of secondary nomination in discourse makes it possible to identify
general patterns of relationships between material reality, concepts, ideas, objects and phenomena
that are recorded in verbal names. When words are used again in a new naming function, semantic
heredity of the name naturally arises, which leads, in extreme cases, initially to the ambiguity
of the verbal sign.

Nominative means identify, consolidate in their meaning a generalized image formed on the basis
of individual objects. In the absence of lexemes in the vocabulary of the language that satisfy
the communicative intentions of the speaker, new nominative units are formed according to word-

forming, syntactic models of the usual type.

The main features of literary discourse, where denominations are used i.e. imagery, expression
as intensity of expression, imageability, concrete and sensual depiction of reality, lack of a certain
regulation of the use of means, subjectivism of understanding and reflection.

The regularities of interaction of primary and secondary denominations of the main characters
in the novels of J. Galsworthy “The Man of Property”, the first part of “The Forsyte Saga”
and S. Maugham “The Moon and Sixpence” are established.

Therefore, after thorough research, we can conclude that names cannot replace one another in all

contexts and under different conditions.

Keywords: nomination, discourse, secondary nomination, onomasiology, semantic structure.

Statement of the problem. The main thing in the
theory of nomination is not only concerning how a
certain individual gets a name, but also with the help
of what exactly linguistic means the author of the
text realizes the need for its denotation. According
to .M. Mykytyuk, it is also important why a certain
character is chosen for denomination and which of
his/her numerous features is taken as the basis for the
designation [4: 89].
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In view of this, the question arises about specific
means for performing the nominative function i.e. the
representation of reality.

The nomination is for modern linguistic research
within which there is a tendency to transition from
considering language as a system to the study of
speech, where each act is onomasiological one. Within
the framework of onomasiology, general issues of the
nominative activity of language, the regularities of
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various methods of nomination are considered, the
range of research of means with a nominative func-
tion is expanded.

Analysis of recent research and publications.
Nomination, according to the definition of different
scientists, is the process and result of designation,
in which language elements are correlated with the
objects they denote. Studies of the phenomenon of
secondary nomination as a means of semantic organi-
zation of a text are at the intersection of the directions
of modern linguistics: nomination theory, lexical
semantics, text linguistics, pragmatics, and stylis-
tics. Conceptual ideas in the field of nomination were
laid down in the works of .M. Mykytyuk (2003),
D. Fiveger (1976), J.E. Schmidt (1963), A.E. Levit-
sky (2008), S.V. Shepitko (2003), T.V. Pastushenko
(1999), N.M. Startseva (2006), 1.V. Zharkovska
(2007), N.Yu. Yakovyshchena (2007), N.A. Dolgo-
polova (2008), O.L. Kyrylyuk (2008), A.M. Nelyuba
(2008), O.1. Chayka (2008). From the point of view
of the communicative and pragmatic approach, the
research was implemented by K.Ya. Kusko (2021),
V.A. Kukharenko (2020), T.M. Nikolaeva (2019), T.
van Dijk (2020), G. Gazdar (2021), G. Likh (1983),
S. Levinson (2002), H. Vater (2008), O. Vovk (1990),
O.1. Mygolynets (2024). The problem of secondary
nomination has received detailed coverage in terms of
its semantic and word-forming features by F.S. Bat-
sevych (2017), L. I. Pavlenko (2009), U. Weinreich
(1972) [1, 5, 12].

In the works of these authors, the nomination is
considered in the context of its use, but insufficient
attention is focused on the functioning of secondary
nomination units in the structure of fiction.

Task statement. The research tries to identify the
object of naming in the literary discourse. The prob-
lems of the pragmatic aspect of onomasiology are in
the focus and the issues of the psychological mech-
anism of naming an object of reality are constantly
discussed.

Outline of the main material of the study.

Nominative units in the language system are pri-
mary, while in speech they are secondary. Secondary
nomination is an individual creative perception of
the environment, a picture of the world. Additionally,
authorial nominative chains semantically organize the
text. V.V. Mykhaylenko considers secondary nomina-
tion to be the process of using nominative means of
language in a new denomination function [9, p. 310].
According to our observations, secondary nomina-
tion acquires a separate meaning in the compositional
structure of the text and if to be precise, its artistic
structure and character characteristics.

242 | Tom 37 (76) N2 2 2026. YacTuHa 1

Since secondary naming consists in the fact that in
the process of nomination a lexeme is used — the outer
shell of a word — which has previously participated
in communicative acts, secondary nomination is the
reproduction of the primary name of a character in
a literary text by other nomination units with a new
purpose, for example:

This very singular-looking man, as Mrs. Small
afterwards called Bosinney. [4]. As we can see very
singular-looking man is used as primary designation
and Mrs. Small afterwards called Bosinney is second-
ary nomination applied in one sentence.

The particular importance in the aspect of deter-
mining the method of nominative activity is the prob-
lem of authorial and character nomination. Adequate
study of language involves going beyond its bounda-
ries, addressing a person — the creator and speaker of
the language.

The nominative unit has an active, creative nature;
therefore, nomination always occurs within the frame-
work of speech activity, in the process of interaction
of speakers of the language with the extralinguistic
environment.

The content and scope of the nomination are
closely interrelated, since their formation depends on
the features highlighted in the object.

The logical triangle, representing the semantic
structure of the word, namely the meaning, content,
scope, combines the name, the expressed concept and
the denoted object.

The subject of the nomination names a certain
object, using one of the methods of naming and
choosing this nomination among other means.

The unit, which is used in its primary function to
name an object under certain conditions, is called the
main form, or primary or direct nomination.

However, under conditions of linguistic asym-
metry, the same form can be used to designate other
objects or to perform other functions. Under these
conditions, this object can receive a different name.

In the semantic structure of a word, two aspects
are distinguished: the significate (a general concept)
and the denotate (a specific object to which the word
refers) [6, p.177].

In the actualized language, the object of designation
is denotation — primarily real objects, persons, signs,
actions, sensations, as well as products of human con-
sciousness are fictional objects, separate concepts.

The nomination of an object occurs as follows
i.e. on the basis of one or another feature highlighted
in the denotation, it is included in a certain class of
objects for which the language has a fixed name or a
name formed from existing language elements.
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However, the subject of nomination makes a selec-
tion of features when naming and the designation
given to the object depends on his choice.

A person as an object of nomination receives many
names in a literary text, so in the novel “The Man of
Property”, the first part of “The Forsyte Saga” by
J. Galsworthy, the main character Soames Forsyte
receives more than 30 names, such as, for example,
The man of property, and gentleman, My cousin,
Monsieur and many others.

S. Maugham in his novel “The Moon and Sixpence”
when giving the name to the main character Mr. Strick-
land uses up to 30 secondary names and they are as fol-
lows the unknown painter, Charlie, Monsieur, odious
man, husband, typical broker, genius, etc.

The ability to use different types of nomination
to designate the same specific subject, object, and
text combination creates situations that can be called
hetero nominative. Hetero nominative notion has a
different purpose, it partly depends on the pragmatic
factor (for example, a change in the situation of the
speech act and the addressee), to some extent it is con-
nected with the general meaning of the message (the
meaning of the predicate), for example:

The Englishman, a painter lived with Ata up in the
valley. This painter, Charles Strickland have a furtive
eye and a sullen look [4].

Hetero nominative notion may be a consequence of
previous possibilities of nominations, using which the
speaker simultaneously defines the subject of speech
for the interlocutor and reports additional information
about it, or gives him an assessment. For example:

Aunt Hester, the silent, the patient, that backwater
of the family energy, sat in the drawing-room, where
the blinds were drawn [10]. This nominativeness
sometimes arises as a result of the author’s introduc-
tion into the discourse of figurative, mediated nomi-
nations of the object.

The first mention of an object, its primary nomi-
nation is found in a sentence or its equivalent, which
introduces the object into the narrative.

We can consider the interaction of nominations in
the text of J. Galsworthy’s novel “The Man of Prop-
erty”:

The architect might do for his purpose; Bosin-
ney looked clever as he sat leaning back in his chair,
moodily making little ramparts with bread-crumbs
[4]. This sentence presents that the reader has already
received some information about the character Bosin-
ney and his profession.

Depending on the object being nominated, two
types of nomination are distinguished: elemental and
event-based.

Elemental nomination has two functional varieties
in language and speech.

Event nomination, like the nominative, uses a
micro situation, namely an event, a fact, a certain
number of elements. It has the external form of a
sentence, in connection with which we add the term
“prepositive nomination”. Event nomination also has
two varieties: linguistic and speech. At the level of
language, the sentence systems in their model corre-
late with a certain class of events (situations), which
are formed in human consciousness by switching
attention from a large number of similar situations.
A certain significate class of events (situations) forms
the significate of the sentence model. This may be an
indication of the process performed by the subject, its
state, its quality or classification relation to another
substance, its influence on this substance, etc.

Elemental nomination denotes a certain element of
reality: an object, quality, process, relation, any real
or fictional object. The nominative here can be a word
or phrase, a meaningful morpheme, a syntaxeme,
an intoneme. Elemental nominations are classified
according to the nature of the element being nomi-
nated [2, p. 91]. In the world around us, a person pri-
marily distinguishes objects (things) that have spatial
characteristics and processes (events or states) related
to these objects, which have temporal characteristics,
signs of these processes and objects. Accordingly, an
objective basis is created for distinguishing the main
classes of nominations: nouns, verbs, adjectives, pro-
nouns, as well as service words that indicate the rela-
tionship between objects and processes. Thus, we can
provide an example of a pronoun nomination:

To tell them he was married might jeopardise his
every chance; yet, if he did not definitely make them
understand that he wished for Annette's hand, it would
be dropping into some other clutch before he was free
to claim it [4].

They had met but twice, Jolly, the second-year
man, having invited the freshman to breakfast; and
last evening they had seen each other again under
somewhat exotic circumstances [10].

Event nominations are classified depending on the
nature of the situation being denoted. They differenti-
ate between non-subjective processes, actions and the
state of the subject, etc.

They can also denote a single-act action or a series
of events that are in a certain relationship to each
other and form a complex event.

An expression in which all aspects are denoted
thus encompasses all external and subjective char-
acteristics of the situation. V.V. Mykhailenko dis-
tinguishes four aspects in an expression: denotative,
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modal, social and informative (communicative). In
this regard, the nominative function should not be
reduced only to the denotative aspect — the sentence
denotes both modality, and social aspect, and actual
division. The confirmation shows that the last three
aspects can be the subject of symbolic representa-
tion is that in spelling they are transmitted by specific
means [9, p. 289].

Elemental nominations also reflect the modal and
social aspects. The first of these aspects forms the
expressive and emotional colouring of the nomina-
tion, the second creates the stylistic characteristic.
However, it should be taken into account that some
words do not have these additional components of
meaning i.e. stylistically neutral vocabulary, and that
there is a certain number of words in the language,
the main function of which is to denote the emotional
and rational assessment of events by the speaker
(modal words and expressives) and words or phrases
that denote the conditions of communication (certain
politeness clichés: please, thanks, etc., addresses sir,
Mr, Mrs), for example:

What would Mr. George be advising now, in this
sudden recrudescence of an old tragedy — what would
he say to this menace against her to whom he had
taken such a fancy in the last weeks of his life [4].

Mrs. Euphemia, who happened to be in the room —
she had come round to borrow the Rev. Mr. Scoles’
last novel, “Passion and Paregoric”, which was hav-
ing such a vogue — chimed in [10].

Unlike event nomination, elemental nomination
does not reflect an informative aspect, however, there
are words and morphemes that express this aspect in
the composition of the statement.

According to .M. Mykytyuk, the transition of an
existing nomination to an identified one is accom-
panied by a change in the reference of the name [8,
p.102]. In the sentence following the given one, the
name refers to an object that is already presented to
the addressee. It should be supplementes that in arti-
cle languages, the indefinite article is replaced by the
definite one — indefinite article @ into definite article
the in the structure of the text:

1 saw a man in the doorway. The man was pale [10].

According to S. M. Vanguri, those things that

ensure the repeated use of the nomination or the tran-
sition from the non-referential use of the name to its
referential use can always be used in a colloquial style
[11, p. 38].

The choice of nomination is influenced not only
and not so much by the syntactic position of the name
in the pretext, but by the semantic relations between a
number of nominations of one object that occur in it.
Deviation from this general rule is associated with a
certain stylistic task of the author.

Conclusions. Since the heroes of the story con-
stantly appear before the reader in different roles,
J. Galsworthy and S. Maugham often use nominations
that reveal an aspect of their characters that is essen-
tial for each episode. The nomination, especially the
secondary one, gives an episodic portrait of the char-
acter, imagined and reflected by the author himself.

We can present the comparisons of the author’s
features of the secondary nomination for the main
characters in the novels of J. Galsworthy “The Man
of Property” and S. Maugham “The Moon and Six-
pence” as follows:

J. Galsworthy “The Man of Property”:

— Number of nominations — more than 30 denom-
inations;

— Type of nomination — contact, non-autonomous
and identifyin—;

— Quantity of words — includes more than 5.

S. Maugham “The Moon and Sixpence”:

— Number of nominations — up to 30 denomina-
tions;

— Type of nomination — Reprise, non-autonomous
and identifying;

— Quantity of words — up to 5.

Comparative analysis of authorial discourses dis-
tinguishes specific features of the main character of
each author. Thus, the main character in the book
“The Man of Property” by J. Galsworthy, the char-
acteristics of primarily mental abilities prevail, while
social status, characteristics of appearance are less
common. As for the main character in “The Moon
and Sixpence” by S. Maugham, the characteristics
of appearance and mental abilities prevail, but social
status did not find its reproduction in the secondary
nomination.
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Boiitko T. B., l'onuapenko-3akpescska H. B. ABTOPCBKI OCOBJIMBOCTI
BTOPUHHOI HOMIHAIIII HA OCHOBI XYJIO)KHBOI JIITEPATYPH

Cmamms npucesuena asmMopcbKuM 0COOIUBOCMAM GMOPUHHOI Hominayii 6 pomani [loc. Toncyopci
«Bracnuxy, nepwiti wacmuni «Caesu npo @opcatimiey ma C. Moema «Micsayv i mioaxuy. I{s cmamms
odocioacye 00 ’ekm Halmernysants. [Ipobremu npaemamuuno2o acnexmy OHOMACIoNo2ii 3HAX00AMbCS 8 YeHMPI
y6a2u Cy4acHOi ceManmuKyu ma JNiHe8iCMUKU OUCKYPCY, NOCMILIHO 002080PHOIOMbCA NUMAHHS NCUXOT02IYHO20
MEXAHIZMY HAlLLMeHY8aHHA 00 €KMa peanrbHOCI.

Busuenns pisnux munie emopunnoi HomiHayii 6 OUCKYPCi 0ae 3M02y BUABUMU 3A2AlbHI 3AKOHOMIPHOCTI
83AEMO38 "3KI6 MIJC MAMEPIAILHOIO PeanrbHICMIO, NOHAMMAMU, i0eimu, npeomemamu ma AUwamu, o
Qikcytomocay sepbanvHux Hazeax. Konu ciosa nosmopHo 8ukopucmogyiomscs 8 Ho8iti (hyHKYii HatlMeHY8aHH s,
NPUPOOHO BUHUKAE CeMAHMUYHE YCNAOKYB8AHHS HA36U, W0 NPU3B0OUMb 00 OAAMO3HAYHOCTI 8ePOAIbHO20
3HAKY.

Hominamueni 3acobu idenmugbixyioms, 3aKpiniioome y C80EMY 3HAYEHHI Y3d2dlbHeHUull oopas,
chopmosanuii Ha OCHO8I OKpemux npeomemis. 3a 8i0CYMHOCMI 6 CIOBHUKOBOMY 3aNAcCi MOBU JleKceM, U0
3A0080MbHAIOMb KOMYHIKAMUBHI HAMIDU MOBYS, HOBT HOMIHAMUBHI 0OUHUYT (POPMYIOMbCIL 34 CLOBOMBIPHUMU,
CUHMAKCUYHUMU MOOETIAMU 36UYATIHO20 MUNY.

OcHosHni pucu aimepamypro2o OUCKYpCy, 0e 8UKOPUCTIO8YIOMbCSl HOMIHAYIT, ye 00pasHicmb, excnpecis sK

IHMEHCUBHICINb BUPAICEHHS, 0OPA3HICIb, KOHKPEMHO-YYMMEBe 300pajicens OIUCHOCMI, 8i0CYMHICb NeGHOI

pecnamenmayii GUKOPUCTANHS 3AC0018, CYO €EKMUBI3ZM PO3YMIHHS Ma perexcii.

Bcmanoeneno 3akonomiprocmi 63a€mo0ii nep8uHHUX Ma 8MOPUHHUX HOMIHAYTT 207I08HUX 2ePOi8 Y POMAHAX
LDic. Tonceopci «Bracnuky, nepuiti yacmuni « Caeu npo @opcatimie» ma C. Moema «Micsayb i wicmo nenciey.

Omorce, nicisa IpyHMOBHO20 00CHIOHCEHH MONCHA 3POOUMU BUCHOBOK, U0 IMEHA He MONCYMb 3AMIHI08AMU
00He 00H020 8 PIZHOMAHIMHUX KOHMEKCMAX 1 3a PI3HUX YMOB.

Kniouosi cnosa: nominayis, ouckypc, 6MmopunHa HOMIHAYIS, OHOMACIONO2Is, CEMAHMUYHA CIMPYKMYPA.
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