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STRUCTURAL PECULIARITIES OF OLD ENGLISH NP
IN GENERATIVE FRAMEWORK

Volnytska D.O.,
Zhytomyr Ivan Franko State University

The article considers peculiarities of the Old English syntax in general with the specific reference to OF
Noun phrase. The paper highlights basic structural components of NP used in Old English prose and verse.
The author makes a brief comparison between structural peculiarities of NP in OE and ModE. The results
of the analysis are interpreted in the light of a modern linguistic approach namely X-bar theory.
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Y cmammi posensdaomeca 0ocob61ugocmi 0asHbOAH2ilCbKO20 CUHMAKCUCY, 30KpeMa cneyugiyHi pucu
imeHHOI ¢ppasu y csimni eeHepamugHoi napaduemu. Po3eioka 8ucsimsiloe munosi NpuKIaou iMmeHHUX
¢pas Ha mamepiani 8ipwo8aHux ma npo308ux meopis 0asHbOAH2/IliICbKOI Mo8U. Bukopucmosyroyu npo-
yedypHuli anapam cy4dcHoi liHe8icmuy4HoI Hayku, a came IKc-uimpux-meopii, Npointocmpo8aHo OCHOBHI
Modesi imeHHUX ¢ppa3 y 0a8HboaH2/ilCbKil MOBi.

Knioyoei cnoea: 2zeHepamugHa epamamukd, 0asHbOAaH2ilicbKUli CUHMAKCUC, iMeHHa (hpasa, IKkc-umpux-
meopis, Moougikayis, NOpsOOK Ci8.

B cmamee paccmampusaromca ocobeHHocmu 0pesHeaH2aulickoeo CUHMAKCUCd, 8 YaCMHOCMU cheyu-
¢huyeckue cgolicmea umeHHoU passl 8 caeme 2eHepamusHoU napaduamesl. VicciedosaHue ocgeujaem
munuyHele npumepsl UMEHHbIX (hpa3 Ha Mamepuasie CmuxomeopHbIX U npo3audeckux npoussedeHuli
OpesHeaH2nulickoz2o A3bIKa. Micnonb3ya npoyedypHbili annapam cospemeHHOU UH28UCMUYecKoU HayKU,
a UMeHHO VIKC-umpux-meopuu, NpoUIIIOCMPUPOBaAHbl OCHOBHbIe MOOesIU UMEHHbIX (hpa3 8 OpesHedH-
2/TUUICKOM f3blIKe.

Knwoueevie cnoea: 2eHepamueHasa epamMmamuka, aPEBHeaHZHUlJCKUU CUHMAkcuc, umMeHHas 47pasa,

Vikc-wumpux-meopus, MoougpuKayus, NOpA0OK C/108.

Modern linguistic  schools present
an increasing interest towards the grammatical
system research of any language. Diachronically
and synchronically earlier investigated notions need
to be interpreted in a new light of up-to-date theories.

The research goal is to analyze syntactic and
structural peculiarities of Old English noun phrase
applying the methodology of generative grammar.

The object of the investigation is noun phrases
in OE prose and verse.

The subject of the paper is the structural
peculiarities of NPs, the analysis of their syntactic
peculiarities in generative framework.

Language plays an essential role in forming our
thoughts about abstract notions, objects in general.
In generative linguistic theory it is obvious that one
of the qualities that all languages have in common
is their “creative” aspect [4]. An important function
of the language lies in giving a possibility to express
a lot of thoughts and react to an indefinite number
of new situations. Due to the last investigations
in modern linguistics the dominant trend of syntax
is generative grammar. The emergence of generative
grammar markedanewapproach tostudyinglanguage
and language process. N. Chomsky as an originator
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of this linguistic field talks about I-language as an
inborn ability to speak any (particular) language.
Noam Chomsky also calls this the Human Language
Capacity [3]. The rules and theories of the generative
grammar help to analyze historical syntactic notions
in a new light.

Researching Old English syntax one may notice
that it presents a combination of the old and the new.
Modern English sentences have much in common
with the Old English ones but there are several
significant differences between them.

Old English belongs to a synthetic language type
that is why it is characterized by a great number
of inflections and the grammatical relations in a sen-
tence are represented with the help of inflectional
endings. Old English is considered to be a language
with relatively free word order, inversion of SV to VS
is quite common for OE texts, for example (1) “pa
wurdon hie” — “then became they” [9]. Old English
is described as a language with the so-called “rule
of concord” that means that the parts of a sentence
which belong together have to agree in gender,
number, case. For example, in (2) “se munuc” — “the
monk”, the definite article “se” and the noun “munuc”
are both masculine nominative singular. Likewise,

®inonoriyHi cTygii



in (3) “Pa gesette se munuc” — “Then put down the
monk”, “se munuc”is the subject and the verb “gesette”
agrees with it in person and number [12].

In traditional grammar NP is considered to be
a part of a sentence where it takes the position
of subject, verb complement or prepositional

complement. For example:

S
Subject Predicator
NP Verb Comp I‘ement
Pronoun NP
/\
He genam hat bléde

He pickedup the flower

Fig. 1. NP as Verb complement

Prepositional

Phrase
Preposition Crmplement

NP

VAN

on his epele

in hig native-land

Fig. 2. NP as Prepositional complement

The main element of the noun phrase is the
head that can be explicated as a noun or a pronoun.
If the head is a noun so the NP can be extended and
include adjectives, determiners (or designators),
other NPs, possessive pronouns or a part of a relative
subordinate clause [8]. Using the rules of X-bar
theory we illustrate the model of NP with
a determiner and an adjective:

Ay
A
r

treow

Fig. 3. NP with a determiner in adjective in X-bar theory
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Fig. 4. NP with an X-bar theory

NP is the maximal projection of a noun.
In fig. 3 the position of the Specifier (Spec) is occupied
by a determiner expressed by a demonstrative
pronoun paet. N is the head of the phrase with
a complement tréow. In fig. 4 the position of the
Specifier is taken by Adjective phrase (AP) with
the head micel and a complement tréow.

Basic syntactic elements of NP in Old English
agree in number, gender and case. According to
J. Hladky there were two types of inflections in OE:
thematic and athematic [7]. The mentioned types
of declension are based on the presence (thematic
declension) or absence (athematic declension) of the
stem suffix. Such a notion is not common to Modern
English. Consider the following examples:

(4) ModE: “The woman gave the man the book”.
(5) OE: “beet wif geaf paem menn pa boc” [9].

Judging by the example (5) we can observe three
different instantiations of the definite article usage
in OE. Each NP has a different case: nominative,
accusative and dative. Nouns in ModE never
demonstrate case inflection. There is only one
situation in ModE where we have the relicts of case
inflection that is possessiveness. For example:

(6) “The man’s tree”.

(7) “Pces mannes tréow”.
NP
DP NP
\
The man
N NP
.S L

\“

iree

Fig. 5. ModE genitive NP
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Fig. 6. OE genitive NP

In ModE ‘s is no longer an inflection but a clitic
which is attached to an immediately-preceding NP.
The present-day possessive in comparison to the
OE genitive is not a case inflection because it is not
attached to a preceding noun, but rather to a whole
NP [8].

The average Old English NP resembles
modern English NP especially in prose texts.
For example, a typical ModE model of NP like
determiner+adjective+noun is also found in OE
texts:

(8) OE: “se maga geonga” [15] — “monoouii
407108iK”.

A
d
k|

I

Fig. 7. Model of NP in Old English

(9) ModE: “the young man”

While studying NP we have to be careful because
the position of its components may differ from
ModE one. This may happen to adjectives which
come not only as premodifiers of a modified noun.
At the same time two adjectives which modify
noun can be presented on either side of the noun.
For example:

(10) OE: “Sidroc eorl se ealda’.

_N NP
N\
earl
D' AP
P
IR

Fig. 8. NP with two modifiers

(11) ModE: “Earl Sidroc the elder; the elder earl
Sidroc” [14]. — “I'pag Cudpox cmapuiuii”.

In OE noun phrase a possessive pronoun may
come after the noun, it modifies especially in direct
address. For instance:

(12) OE: “Feeder min, hweer is seo offrung” [13].

(13) ModE: “My father, I ask where is the
offering” — “Omeup miti, a de sieHs 05t Hepmeo-
NPUHOUEHHA .

CP
-
PR
N PP
Faeder min P
PrmP

hnwrzer
' DP

{5y
L F

Fig. 9. OE NP with direct address

In sentence (12) we see the direct address “feeder”
has a postmodifier “my” which is expressed by a
possessive pronoun.

In ModE to use two determiners at the same time
(articles and possessives are the main determiners)
is restricted. In OE we may observe such examples:

(14) “...heled min se léofa”, (15) “my beloved
hero” — «miti koxanuti eepoti” [16].
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Taking into account the studied data we may

NP highlight several examples of NP patterns in Old
English:
N PrnP Lo, i
heeled 1. Det+Noun: se aéglaéca (the wretch), séo cwén
Pé\)P (the queen) [15].
min D/\ 2. Adj+Noun: dyrnra gasta (obscure spirits), dygel
lond (secret land) [15].
| 3. Det+Adj+Noun: se hwita helm (the shining
helm), se wisa mann (the wise man) [15].
D 4. NP+PossPrn: Feder min [13].
| 5. NP+PrnP+Det: haeled min se léofa [16].
e Conclusions
lenfa Generative grammar gives a possibility to in-

vestigate syntactic elements of OE in a new light.
One of the basic elements of the Old English syntax
Fig. 10. OE NP with two determiners is a noun phrase that needs up-to-date investigation
and explanation in generative framework. We have
analyzed only some aspects of the NP in OE that

The ModE translation (15) “my beloved hero” does is why the perspective of further research is to find
not have a demonstrative “se” as it is in Old English out new frequently used NP patterns in Old English
version. written records.
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