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Summary. The article is dedicated to the complex study
of the homonymy phenomenon of modern English judicial ter-
minology. The presence of homonymy is commonly feature
of both general and specialized vocabulary. Homonymous rela-
tions are considered common in terminology and are explained
by certain factors, in this case, by the absence of new concept
nominations. We treat homonyms to be two or more linguistic
signs that have the same sound, but they are not semantically
related.

At the present stage, the judicial terminology is gradually
developing due to the increased integration of countries
and international relations and it needs standardization
and improvement of its terminology.

Theworkisaimedatstudying the features ofthe phenomenon
of homonymy in modern English judicial terminology.

The work solves the following tasks in accordance with
the main goal:

1) to study the phenomenon of homonymy within the ter-
minology field of the judicial sphere;

2) to investigate the processes of emergence of homonym
judicial terms;

3) to identify the classes of terminology homonyms in
judicial sphere;

4) to investigate the specifics of the functioning of hom-
onym terms in the field of judicial proceedings.

The relevance of this study is due to the insufficient
research on judicial terminology, the need to improve this field
at the current stage, and the importance of standardizing its
vocabulary.

The scientific novelty of the work lies in the fact that,
for the first time, the phenomenon of homonymy in modern
English judicial terminology has been analyzed. The study
identifies the main types of homonymous terms within
the judicial domain.

Among the homonymous terms of the judicial terminology
system, we distinguish inter-branch terms-homonyms that
function in non-adjacent scientific and technical spheres,
inter-branch terms-homonyms that belong to adjacent
spheres of application, intra-branch terms-homonyms that
are characterized by the same form of a lexical unit that has
different meanings within the same scientific sphere, homonym
terms that function in the common language and in the legal
sphere simultaneously.

Inter-branch homonym terms when used in unrelated
scientific and technical fields do not hinder communication
between specialists. Intra-branch homonym terms are
characterized by the same form of a lexical unit, which has
different meanings within the same scientific field. Such
terms have disadvantages, as they interfere with the correct
understanding of legal documentation.

The theoretical significance of this study is determined
by its contribution to the general theory of terminology.

The findings enrich scientific knowledge about the specifics
of terminological nomination and the main processes involved
in creating terms in modern English judicial terminology.

Key words: terminological system, judicial terminology,
terminological unit, inter-branch homonymy, intra-branch
homonymy, common language.

Statement of the problem. At the present stage, one
ofthe most important tasks of linguistics is the study of terminological
vocabulary, its structural and semantic features, criteria for formation
and prospects for further development. In particular, a thorough
analysis of professional terminologies and terminological systems
that have a long period of evolution or have recently emerged
is carried out. The problems of standardization and unification
of terminological systems of professional spheres, the emergence
of neologisms, the processes of formation of terminological units
are carefully studied.

Among the aspects of term formation research, one can
distinguish ~ system-functional, lexical-semantic, and word-
formation. Thus, the lexical-semantic criterion of term formation
contributes to a new search for substantiating various ways
of entering terminological elements into the language.

At the present stage, the terminology system of judicial
proceedings is dynamically developing due to the strengthening
of the integration of countries and international relations and requires
standardization and improvement of its terminology.

At the present stage, the study of homonymy is conditioned
by the need to study the features of this linguistic phenomenon, to
highlight the prerequisites for the emergence of homonymous units,
to identify criteria for distinguishing manifestations of polysemy
and homonymy. It should be noted that these issues remain
controversial in modern linguistics.

Analysis of recent research and publications. Legal
terminological vocabulary has become an object of study for many
linguists, including Yu. Babiatynska, K.Huseinova [1], O. Koval
[2], O. Petrenko [3], O. Lysenko [4], S. Lytvynska [5], O.Popova,
V. Krasniuk [6], O. Romaniuk, V. Bialyk [7] and others. Linguists
focus special attention on the search for an evidence base that
illustrates an important property of the term — the tendency to
monosemy, and therefore show considerable interest in lexical-
semantic processes in the terminological field.

The specifics of the implementation of the phenomenon
of homonymy in the field of terminology are highlighted in scientific
works by the following linguists: . Mentynska [8], M. Lafasova [9],
0. Romanova [10], O. Krasivskyi [11] and others. However, despite
significant achievements in the study of this problem, in modern
linguistics the issue of the implementation of the phenomenon
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of homonymy in legal terminology is still a debatable issue. It
should be noted that at the present stage there is no single, common
interpretation of this phenomenon.

The purpose of the article is to study the features
of the phenomenon of homonymy in the modern English judicial
terminology system.

The main material of the study. The terms of judgment should
be brought to meaning, unambiguity, stability, accessibility. Since
the terms of justice are not clearly defined and unclear, it is impossible
to talk about the accuracy of terminology. Inadequacies in the judi-
cial terminological apparatus and unclear formulation of legislative
concepts can result from the unclear representation of judicial
concepts in the verbal form. Therefore, the study of the lexical-
semantic aspect of judicial terminology is relevant [5, p. 23].

The relevance of this work is enhanced by the lack of thorough
research in the field of judicial terminology, the improvement of this
field at the present stage and the need to standardize its vocabulary.
In the judicial terminology system, homonym terms occupy
an honorable place. In view of this, they require study.

The work solves the following tasks:

1) to characterize the phenomenon of homonymy within
the terminological field of the judicial sphere;

2) to study the processes of the emergence of judicial homonym
terms;

3) to identify the types of terminological homonyms of the judi-
cial sphere;

4) to learn the specifics of the functioning of judicial homonym
terms.

The object of the study is the modern English judicial
terminology system.

The subject is the phenomenon of homonymy in the specified
terminology system.

The phenomenon of homonymy is traditionally characteristic
of both general and specialized terminological vocabulary.
Homonymous relations in terminology are natural and are caused
by certain factors, in particular, the lack of nominations for new
concepts. Homonyms are considered to be two or more homophones
that are semantically unrelated.

In scientific literature, the phenomenon of homonymy is
interpreted as a linguistic phenomenon that occurs when lexical
units, their grammatical forms, morphemes, syntactic constructions
with the same sound (or spelling) have completely different
definitions. Homonymic lexical units are characterized by belonging
to different semantic fields [10, p. 749].

The primary reasons for the emergence of homonyms in the field
of terminology include the separation of two or more meanings
within a polysemantic unit, changes in the form of expression
of words that originally had different sounds, and the convergence
of language units borrowed from different sources, resulting in
the independent functioning of autonomous lexical units.

Linguists hold varying views on the phenomenon of homonymy
in the field of terminology. Some researchers regard homonymy
as a linguistic anomaly and a barrier to effective communication
among specialists. In some cases, it becomes necessary to
isolate a specific meaning from all those conveyed by a given
linguistic form to ensure the correct interpretation of information.
Additionally, homonymy often complicates the overall process
of language learning, as a single linguistic form can encompass
multiple meanings [10, p. 750].

Some researchers note that homonymy reflects the disorder
of judicial terminology, especially at the genus-specific level, which
sometimes leads to complete nonsense [5, p. 90]. A term is regarded
as a nomenclature unit capable of precisely conveying the essence
of a concept within a specific scientific field; therefore, homonymy
cannot exist within a single terminological field.

Sometimes researchers recognize the right of homonymy
to function in the terminological system, but with a tendency to
its partial elimination or normalization. Other scientists focus
on the importance of this phenomenon, which is explained by
the enrichment of the vocabulary [10, p. 750]. It is believed that
homonymous lexical units that function in related professional
fields do not hinder communication between specialists.

Currently, there is a problem of drawing a demarcation line
between homonymous and polysemous lexical units. We align with
the perspective of scholars who believe that homonyms should be
distinguished from polysemous words. It should be noted that with
polysemy, one word has several correlated meanings, and with
homonymy, there are several lexical units whose meanings are
not characterized by associative connections. An etymological
criterion was proposed to eliminate the problem of distinguishing
the phenomena of polysemy and homonymy [12, p. 193]. In view
of this, only lexical units that have different etymological origins
should be considered homonyms. But this approach is imperfect,
since in some cases it is impossible to trace the processes of word
evolution.

Judicial terminology is characterized by the phenomenon
of homonymy, which arises as a result of the separation of several
meanings of a polysemantic word, due to the presence of certain
boundaries between polysemantic and homonymous expressions.
Unlike commonly used vocabulary, homonymy in the judi-
cial terminology system is an undesirable phenomenon, since it
significantly complicates the process of semantization of lexical
units and causes difficulties in interpreting the term.

Since the language of jurisprudence develops very quickly, legal
terms can become obsolete, some of them acquire new meanings
and shades, new borrowed meanings appear [ 12, p. 13]. Homonymic
relations are a characteristic feature of judicial terminology.

The homonym terms included in the studied terminological
system can be classified as follows:

1. Inter-branch homonym terms that function in unrelated scien-
tific and technical fields. The following key features are character-
istic of inter-branch homonymy: different definitions are assigned
to the terms, and these terms belong to different terminological

systems.

Compare:

o liability

1., obligation”, , responsibility” (judicial terminology);

2., passive” (economic terminology) .

* collector

1. ,,a person or company that collects payments from people
who have not paid money they owe " (judicial terminology);

2. ,electric  machine  collector”  (pump  engineering

terminology);

3., collector” (agricultural terminology),

4., section of a sewer that collects wastewater” (construction
terminology).

Among inter-branch homonyms belonging to unrelated scientific
and technical fields, abbreviated lexical units are distinguished.
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Compare:

¢ DC:

1., District Court” (judicial terminology),

2., distance between centers” (pump engineering term
system);

3., double column” (construction terminology).

2. Interdisciplinary homonymous terms that function in
the related scientific and technical fields. They are connected by
common processes and direct production links.

Compare:

o libel

1. ,, complaint” ( the field of justice);

2., defamation”, , disclosure of true information that is
shameful to another person” (the field of notarial procedural law);

3., aclaim against a ship” (the field of maritime law);

* action

1., litigation ", ,, plea” (the field of justice);

2. ,,proceedings” (the field of notarial procedural law).

3. Intra-disciplinary homonyms are terms characterized by
the same form of a lexical unit that has different meanings within
the same scientific field.

Compare:

*document of title

1. ,,a document confirming the existence of legal title to certain
movable things” (the field of justice);

2., document allowing the disposal of goods” (the field
of justice).

* fee

1., honorarium” (the field of justice);

2. ,, absolute ownership " (the field of justice),

3. ,, membership fee” (the field of justice).

It is worth noting that with intra-industry homonymy, errors in
the interpretation of the content of judicial documents may occur
due to the incorrect choice of the meaning of the homonym term.

4. Homonym terms that function in common language and in
the judicial sphere simultaneously. Such lexical units have different
meanings. Commonly used words, when entering the judicial
terminology system, can change their lexical meaning.

Compare:

bear

. ,bear” (common language);

., a speculator playing on the downside” (the field of justice).
action

. ,action ” (common language);

. case” (the field of justice).

It should be noted that the simultaneous functioning of terms
in common language and legal terminology does not interfere with
professional communication,

Conclusions. Thus, we can conclude that homonymic terms are
an integral component of the modern English judicial terminological
system. The phenomenon of homonymy arises as a result
of the distinction between two or more meanings of a polysemantic
lexical unit, determined by a certain demarcation line between
polysemy and homonymy.

Homonym terms of the judicial sphere can function in general
language, in unrelated scientific and technical spheres, in related
industries, within the legal terminological field.
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Among the homonymous terms of the judicial terminology
system, we distinguish inter-branch terms-homonyms that func-
tion in non-adjacent scientific and technical spheres, inter-branch
terms-homonyms that belong to adjacent spheres of application,
intra-branch terms-homonyms that are characterized by the same
form of a lexical unit that has different meanings within the same
scientific sphere, homonym terms that function in general language
and in the legal sphere simultaneously. It should be noted that inter-
branch homonymy does not interfere with communication between
specialists provided that it is implemented in non-adjacent scientific
and technical spheres. However, intra-branch homonymy is a sig-
nificant drawback in the interpretation of judicial documents. The
presence of homonyms in legal documentation requires explanation
in order to avoid misinterpretation in the legal field.

Note that homonymous terms require mandatory unification,
standardization, and organization, since the proper level of format-
ting of judicial documentation texts contributes to the correct under-
standing of special information.

Prospects for further development. In the future, we
plan to investigate the structural characteristics of lexical units
of the modern English judicial terminology.
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JIutBuHko O. SIBuie oMoHiMil y cydacHiii anrmilicbKiil
TepPMiHOJIOTI Cy104YHHCTBA

AHoranis. CTarTs IpHUCBAYEHA KOMIUIEKCHOMY JOCII-
JUKEHHIO (DeHOMEHY OMOHIMIi cyuacHOi aHDIiicbkoi CyqoBOi
TepMiHonorii. HasiBHICTb OMOHIMIT XapaKTepHa sK AJIs 3araJlb-
HOI, TaK 1 JyIsl criemiaabHol JeKCHKH. OMOHIMIYHI BiTHOLIEHHS
BBA)KAIOTHCSI 3arajIbHONPUHHATIMU B TEPMIHOJIONI] 1 HOSICHIO-
I0TbCsL NEBHUMU (haKTOpPaMy, y JaHOMY BUIIAJKY BiJCYTHICTIO
HOBUX HOMiHalill NOHATE. MU po3IIAaeMO OMOHIMH SIK JBa
a0o Oijbllle MOBHUX 3HAKiB, SKi MalOTh OJHAKOBE 3By4YaHHS,
ajle CeMaHTUYHO He 0B’ 3aHi MiXk C00010.

Ha cyuacHoMy erami cynoBa TEpMIHOJIOrIYHA CHCTEMa
[IOCTYIIOBO PO3BUBA€TbCS BHACIHINOK MOCUIICHHS 1HTerpauii
KpaiH 1 PO3BUTKY MIKHApPOTHUX BIIHOCHH 1 MOTpedye CTaH-
JapTu3allii Ta BIOCKOHAJICHHS TePMIiHOJIOTI].

Po6Gota crpsiMoBaHa Ha BUBUEHHS OCOOJIMBOCTEH sIBUILA
OMOHIMIi y cyuacHill aHIIIHCBKiH TepMiHOJIOTII CYJOUMHCTBA.

Po6Gota Bupillye HaCTyIIHI 3aBAaHHS BIANOBIIHO O OCHO-
BHOI METH:

1) mocniguTy SBUILE OMOHIMII B TEPMIHOJIOTIYHOMY ITOJIi
cynoBoi chepu;

2) BUBUUTH NPOLECH BUHUKHEHHS CYJOBUX T€PMiHiB-OMO-
HIMIB;

3) ineHTU(iKYBaTU KJIAcH TEPMIHONOTIYHUX OMOHIMIB
y CynoBiii cdepi;

4) BucBimuTu cneudiky GpyHKIIOHYBaHHS TEPMiHIB-OMO-
HIMIB y cepi CyJOUHHCTBA.

AKTyasbHICTb 1aHOTO JOCIIPKEHHS 3yMOBJIEHA HEJl0CTaT-
HBOIO BUBYEHICTIO CYJI0BOi TepPMIiHOJIOri], HEOOX1HICTIO BJO-
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CKOHAJICHHS IIi€T raiy3i Ha Cy4yaCHOMY €Talll Ta BaKJIHBICTIO
CTaHIapTH3Allil JICKCHUKH.

HayxoBa HOBH3Ha po0oTH monsrac B TOMY, IO BIIEpIIE
MPOAHAJII30BaHO SBHUINE OMOHIMII B CydacHii aHITIHCHKIiN
CYIIOBiii TepMiHONOTIT. Y JOCHIPKCHHI BHU3HAYCHO OCHOBHI
BUJ/IM TCPMiHIB-OMOHIMIB Yy cepi CyIounHCTBA.

Cepen  TEpMiHIB-OMOHIMIB  CYJIOYMHCTBA BHOKPEMITFOEMO
MDKTaTy3eBi TepMiHH-OMOHIMH, 10 (DYHKI[IOHYFOTh Y HECYMiX-
HHUX HAyKOBO-TEXHIYHHX cepax, MKIaTy3eBi TepMiHH-OMOHIMH,
1[0 HAJIXKATh JI0 CYMDKHHX c(ep 3aCTOCYBAaHHSI, BHY TPIIIHbOTa-
JIy3¢Bi TEPMIHM-OMOHIMH, III0 XapaKTCPH3YHOTHCS OTHAKOBOO
(hOpMOIO JIEKCUYHOT OJIMHHUIII, SIKa MA€ Pi3HE 3HAUCHHS B MEXkKax
OfIHI€T HAyKOBOT C)ep, TEPMIHH-OMOHIMH, 110 (PYHKIIOHYIOT
y 3araJibHiif MOBI Ta B c)epi CY/IOUHMHCTBA OTHOYACHO.

Mixranay3eBli  TEpMIHH-OMOHIMH  IIpH  BHUKOPHUCTaHHI
B HECIIOPITHEHUX HAYKOBO-TEXHIYHUX Taly3sX HE MEPEIIKO/-
JKAKOTh CITUIKYBaHHIO MK (paxiBUIsMH. BHyTpilIHbOTATy3eBi
TEPMIHH-OMOHIMH  XapaKTEPU3YIOThCS OJHAKOBOK (HOPMOIO
JICKCUYHOT OJIHMII, SIKA Ma€ Pi3HE 3HAUCHHS B MEKaX OJHIET
HayKOBOI raity3i. Taki TepMiHH MalOTh HEIOJIKH, OCKUIbKH 3aBa-
JKAFOTh MTPABUIIBHOMY PO3YMIHHIO FOPUIMYHOT JOKYMEHTAITI1.

TeopernuHe 3Ha4YeHHS IHOTO JOCTIPKCHHS BH3HAYAE€Th-
Csl HOTO BHECKOM Y 3arajibHy Teopiro TepmiHonorii. Otpumani
pe3yJbTaTy 30ara4yrTh HAYKOBI 3HAHHS TIPO CIICIU(BIKY TepMi-
HOJIOTIYHOI HOMIHAIIIT Ta OCHOBHI TIPOLICCH, TIOB’s13aHi 3 TepMi-
HOTBOPCHHSIM Yy CyYacHil aHITIHCHKIH CYI0Biil TEPMIHOCHCTEMI.

Kuiro4uoBi cjioBa: TEpMiHOJIOTIYHA CHCTEMaA, CYI0OBa Tep-
MIHOJIOTisI, TPMIHOJIOTIYHA OIMHUIIS, MIXKIajly3eBa OMOHIMIS,
BHYTPIIIHHOTAy3eBa OMOHIMIsI, 3arajbHa MOBa.




