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MPEOVNCINOBUE

JlanHoe ydyeOHOe MocoOHre COAEPKUT KypcC JEKLHMA IO BOIpOcaM MepeBOa.
Ono cocrout u3 3-x Tematudeckux HukioB: I. IlepeBonueckue Teopuu; II. 3Ha-
YeHue cjIoBa U ero orpaxkenue B nepepoje; III. 'pammaruueckue Tpanchopma-
. B mocobum ucnosb30BaHbl ayTEHTUUHBIE IPUMEPBI HA AHIJIMHCKOM SI3bIKE
U UX NEPEBOJ HA PYCCKUM S3BIK, BBITIOJHEHHBIN JIYYIIMMUA POCCUMCKUMU IEpe-
Bopuukamu: E. KanamuukoBoi, T. lllenkunoi-Kynepuuk, T. O3epckoii, B. Mu-
3eKor. B conep:kaHuyM JEKIUN HCTOJB3YKOTCA TEOPETUYECKNE UCTOYHHUKU W3-
BECTHBIX JIMHI'BUCTOB, CIELMATUCTOB B o0Onactu nepesoja: Komuccaposa B.H.,
Jlesunkon T.P, ®urepman H.M. u 1pyrux 0CHOBOIOJIOKHUKOB OT€YECTBEHHON
TeopuH Iepesoa. ViMeercs NMpUIIOKEHUE, COAEpIKallee JONOJIHUTEIBHYIO WH-
dbopmarnuio o npodiemaM MepeBojia, U TEKCTHI JJIsl IEPEBOIA.

Kypc nexkumii npegHazHaueH Ajsi CTYIEHTOB, OOy4arolUXcs MO HarpaBiie-
Huto «llepeBomunk B chepe mpodheccnoHambHBIX KOMMYHUKaLU». OH TOTOBUT
OyAyLIMX MEPEBOTUYUKOB K CAMOCTOSITENIbHOM paboTe ¢ aHIIOA3BIYHBIM TEKCTOM
Y BBITIOJTHEHUIO a/IEKBATHBIX ITEPEBOJIOB.



Paspen |. CBEAEHUA O NEPEBOAYECKUX TEOPUAX

Tema 1. JOCTONHCTBA N HEQOCTATKU
MEPEBOOYECKNX TEOPUI

Beepenue

Jlekums 1. [leHoTaTMBHas Teopus nepeBofa
Jlekums 2. TpaHcdopMaLuHMOHHaa Teopus nepesoa
Jlekums 3. CemaHTHUecKas Teopusi nepeeoga
Jlekuusa 4. Teopurs ypoBHEN 3KBUBANEHTHOCTH
BbiBoabi

Bonpocbl gns koHTpons

BeseneHue

3amava oOmieil Teopun MepeBoa 3aKJII0UAETCs B PACKPBITUU CYIIHOCTH Iie-
PEBOUECKON JEATEIHHOCTU, CO3JaHUU TEOPETHUYECKOW MOENH TMepeBojaa, KO-
TOpasi pacKpbiBaja Obl Kak 00Ilee MOHATHE SKBUBAJCHTHOCTH, TaK M OCHOBBI
mpoliecca MOPOXKIEHUs TeKCTa nepeBona. B mpaeane obOmas Teopusi mnepeBoaa
JOJDKHA OOBSICHATH BCE HAOJIOAACMbIC TIPU TIEPEBOJIC SIBJICHHUS U CITY)KUTh HC-
XOJTHBIM TTYHKTOM JIJI pa3paboTKu OoJiee YacTHBIX mpodiemM. OTCYTCTBHE TaKoOi
TEOpHUH OOBIYHO MPUBOJMT K HEMPABUILHON MHTEPIPETAIINN U3BECTHBIX (PAKTOB
¥ CMENICHUIO YaCTHBIX MPABHII U 00X 3aKOHOMEPHOCTEH.

Hekortopsie 00001IeHMsI, KacaronIiuecss OTASIbHBIX CTOPOH IEPEBOIICCKOM
NeATENHPHOCTH U CPOPMYIMPOBAHHBIE 0€3 CChUTKM HAa KaKyI-TO OOIIYI0 Teope-
TUYECKYIO MOJIENIb TIEPEBO/IAa, MOTYT OCHOBBIBATHCS HA OMPEIEICHHOM IMOHUMA-
HUU CYIIHOCTH TNepeBoja. B aToM ciydae npaBUIIbHOCTH TTOI0OHBIX 0000IICHHMI
OyIeT BO MHOTOM 3aBUCETh OT KOPPEKTHOCTH TEOPETUYECKOW MOJCIH, C KOTO-
POt OHM (PaKTHYECKU CBSI3aHBI.

PazpaboTka TeopeTHuecKux Mojeliel MepeBojia MpeacTaBiIsieT coO0l Bax-
HEHUIITYI0 3a7]a9y TIEPEBOIOBEICHUS.

PaccMoTpuM 1OCTOMHCTBA W HEIOCTATKA HEKOTOPBIX TEOpHUH mepeBoja (me-
HOTATHBHOM, TpaHC(HOPMAIIMOHHON, CEMaHTUYECKON, TEOPUH YPOBHEH SKBHUBA-
JICHTHOCTH) W OTIPEJICIIM MX 3HAUYCHHE B MTEPEBOTUECKON IEATEITHHOCTH.

Jlekuna 1. [leHoTaTMBHAaA TeopuA nepesoaa

JlenotaTuBHas (CUTyaTHWBHAs) TEOPHsI MEPEBOJa — 3TO, MOXKAIYyW, Hanboee
pacnpocTpaHeHHast MoJiesb nepeBoja. OHa UCXOIUT U3 TOro (hakTa, 4TO COAep-
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KaHHE BCEX SI3BIKOBBIX 3HAKOB OTPaKaeT, B KOHEYHOM CUeTe, KaKhe-TO MpeaMe-
Thl, SIBICHUS, OTHOILICHUSI PEAIbHOM JIEHCTBUTENIBHOCTH. DTU 3JIEMEHThI peallb-
HOW JIEHCTBUTEIBHOCTH, OTpayKaeMble B 3HAKaX SI3bIKa, OOBIYHO HA3BIBAIOTCS JIe-
Hotatamu. Co3/1aBaeMble MPH MOMOIIM SI3IKOBOIO KOJAA COOOIEHUs (OTpe3Ku
peun) Takxke cofepxaT HHPOPMAIHIO O KaKOH-TO CUTYalluH, T.€. O KAKUX-TO Je-
HOTAaTax, MOCTABJICHHBIX B OIPE/IEJICHHOE OTHOILIEHUE IPYT C JIPYTOM.

JleHOTaTHBHAS TEOPHsI MEPEBOJIA OMPEAEISET MePEBO KaK MPOIECC OMKca-
HUSL TIPY TIOMOLIH SI3bIKA [IEPEBO/Ia IEHOTATOB, ONMCAHHBIX HA SI3bIKE OpUTHMHANA.

Ota Teopus NEepeBoJia aJeKBaTHO OMUCHIBAET LENbIA Pl YACTHBIX OCOOEH-
HOCTEH NMepeBOAUECKOTo Mpoliecca, Korja BIOOp BapuaHTa MepeBojia HEBO3MO-
eH 0e3 oOpalleHus K AeMCTBUTENbHONW CUTYallMU, CTOSIIEH 32 TEKCTOM OpUTH-
Hana. JlaHHas Teopus NMPaBUIBHO OTPa)kaeT psiJl OUYeHb BaXKHBIX CTOPOH IpolLiec-
ca TiepeBojia M aeT BO3MOXHOCTh OOBSICHUTH MHOTHE OCOOEHHOCTH BHIOOpA Ba-
pHaHTa NepeBo/ia, CBsI3aHHbIE C OOpaLIEHUEM K pealbHOM 1eHCTBUTEIBHOCTH.

OpHako y JACHOTATHBHOW TEOPHH €CTh HEMaO YSA3BHUMBIX MecT. OHa He
YUUTBHIBAET HEKOTOPHIX (PaKTOPOB U MPOXOIUT MUMO BEChMa CYLIECTBEHHBIX ac-
MIEKTOB MEPEBOIYECKOTO MpoIiecca.

[Ipexne Bcero, 3Ta TeOpusi HE PACKPHIBAET OCHOBHOI'O MEXaHU3Ma Iepexo/ia
OT TEKCTa OPUTHHAJA K TEKCTY nepeBoja. OHa «paboTaeT» B T€X ClIydasx, KOrja
cuTyanusi 06ojee WiIu MEHee OJAHO3HAYHO ONpeenseT HeOOXOIMMBIM BapuaHT
nepeBoga. OnHako B OOJIBIIMHCTBE CIIy4aeB OJHA M Ta K€ CHUTYyalHsl MOXET
OBITh OIKMCaHa COYETAHUSAMU Pa3IMUHBIX SA3bIKOBBIX 3HakoB B IS (mepeBons-
mieM si3bIke). B 9Tux cimyuasx oOparieHne K AeHCTBUTEILHOCTH HE JaeT J0CTa-
TOUHBIX OCHOBaHMI Ui BbIOOpa BapHaHTa repeBoja. JleHoratuBHas Teopus He
MOKET OOBSCHUTH BO3MOXKHOCTh HECKOJBKHMX BapHaHTOB IMEPEBOJIa OJHOTO U
TOrO )K€ OTpE3Ka OpUrMHaJla U HE CIIOCOOHA JAaTh TEOPETUYECKYIO0 OCHOBY IS
000CHOBaHUs BEIOOpA MEXKIY 3TUMHU BapHaHTaAMHU.

He packpbiBaeT JeHOTaTHUBHAs TEOPUS U CHUCTEMHOTO OTHOILEHUS MEXIY
COJIep>)KaHUEM OpUTHHAJA U nepeBoja. OHa HE YUUTHIBAET CBOe0Opasusi HHGOp-
MaTUBHOW HArpy3ku caMHUX €IMHHULI, COCTaBISIIOMIMX 00a Tekcra. OOpalieHue K
JEHCTBUTENFHOCTU JAa€T BO3MOKHOCTb JIMIIb ONPEAETUTh, YTO CKAa3aHO B IeEpe-
BOJIMMOM TEKCTE, HO OTHIO/Ib HE KaK 3TO CKa3aHO. JTO «Kak» UMEET HE TOJbKO
(dbopManbHYI0, HO M CMBICJIOBYIO CTOpOHY. MI3MeHeHne Habopa 3HAKOB BIICYET 3a
co00i1 U3MEHEHHE HE TOJIBKO IJIaHa BhIPAXKEHHUS BHICKA3bIBaHUs, HO U €0 IJIaHa
COJIEpKaHUsl, TTOCKOJBKY KaKIbI 3HAK 00JIaJJaeT CBOMM IUIAHOM COJIEpKaHus,
3aBHUCAIIUM OT MECTA 3HaKa B CUCTEME.

JleHOTaTHBHAs TEOPHS HE pelraeT U MpoOIeMbl SKBUBAJICHTHOCTH TPHU TIEpe-
Boje. TOXIECTBO JEHOTAaTOB OpPUIMHANa W MEPEeBOJa elle He OoOecreyuBaeT
(TouHee, He Bcerjga oOecrnevynBaeT) HEOOXOIMMOM CTENEeHH JKBHBAJICHTHOCTH
3THX JBYX TeKcToB. OcTaercs elle 3HauuTelIbHasl 4acTh MHPOpPMAIUH, CBSI3aH-
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Has ¢ BLIOOPOM SI3BIKOBBIX CPEJICTB, KaK B OpUTHHAJE, TaK U B TiepeBojie. [leHo-
TaTUBHAsI OOIIHOCTD — 3TO MPHU3HAK JIUIIH TIepudpasbl, a HE IEPEBO/IA.
Pa3zymeercs, Bce 3TO HE CBUAETENBCTBYET O HENPABUIBHOCTH WJIM HEHYKHO-
CTH ICHOTaTUBHOM Teopuu nepeBoja. bes ydera 3Toil Teopuu HeNb3s OOBSICHUTD
HEKOTOpPBIE CTOPOHBI MEPEBOAUECKOTO0 npolecca. OMHaKO 00bsICHUTENbHAS ChUjla
ATOW TEOpUU OrpaHuuecHa. s onrcaHus BCEX KOMIIOHEHTOB MEPEBOIUMOM WH-
dbopmanuu, crocoboB U MyTed MEPEeBOAUYECKOrO MEPEKOIUPOBAHUS U OTHOIIIE-
HUSI MEXIY COIEPKATEIbHBIMU JJIEMEHTAMU OpWIMHAajla W IEPEeBOJAa HY)KHA
TE€OpHsl, OXBATHIBAIOIIAS U APYTHUE ACTIEKThI IEPEBOIUECKON NEATETbHOCTH.

Jlekuma 2. TpaHccopmaunoHHaa TeopuA nepesoaa

B nenoraTtuBHON cxeMe NEpeBOJa OCHOBHOE BHHMAHHE YICTACTCS WICH-
TUYHOCTH JIBYX CUTyallUi, ONMHUCBHIBAEMBIX ¢ ToMolbto NS (ncxomaHoro s3bika) u
IT4. ITpu yCTaHOBIIEHUHU CBSI3U MEXIY dTUMHU CUTYyalUSIMU €IMHULIAM OpUTHMHA-
Jla ¥ IepeBOJIa OTBOAUTCS JIMIIb POJIb MPOMEKYTOUHBIX MTOCpeAHUKOB. C qpyroi
CTOPOHBI, COOCTBEHHO MPOIECC MEPEBOAA MOXKET OBbITh MPEACTABICH U HHBIM
o0pa3oM: MEepPEeBOJYHK IMOTY4YaeT OPUTHHAJ, MPOU3BOJMUT KaKHE-TO OIEpaIlHH,
CBSI3aHHBIE C OPUTMHAJIOM, U B PE3yJbTATE€ CO3JA€T TEKCT mepeBoja. MHbiMH
CJIOBaMH, OCHOBY TIE€PEBOTUECKON JIEATETLHOCTH OY/IET COCTaBISATh CBOETO poja
npeoOpa3zoBaHue WM TpaHChopMalusl TEKCTa OpUrMHaIa B TEKCT EPEeBO/IA.

N3 Takoro mnpencraBieHUss O NEPEBOAUECKOU JESITEIBHOCTH U HCXOIAUT
TpaHchopMallMOHHas Teopus nepeBoaa. OHa, Mpexae BCero, NOCTYJIUPYET BO3-
MO>KHOCTb CBEJICHHSI BCETO MHOT000pa3us s3p1KoBbIX opm WA u I15 k kakomy-
TO CPaBHUTEJILHO HEOOJIBIIIOMY YUCTY CTPYKTYP.

TpancpopmanionHasi TEOpUsT OTBOJAUT BaXKHOE MECTO COMOCTABUTEIHLHOMY
M3YUYCHUIO PA3HOSA3BIUYHBIX (OPM, MEXKIAY KOTOPHIMH MOTYT YCTaHaBJIMBATHCS
OTHOIICHUSI TEPEBOAYECKON IKBUBAICHTHOCTH. [logoOHBIN mTOAX0a co3maer
TEOPETUYECKYIO 0a3y JJis OMUCAHUS CUCTEMBI MEPEBOUECKUX OTHOIICHUHN JIBYX
KOHKPETHBIX 3bIKOB. Ha OCHOBE comocTaBiIeHUSI HCXOAHBIX M KOHEUHBIX (Hopm
MEePEBOTYECKUX MPEoOpa30BaHUN OKA3bIBAETCS BO3MOXKHBIM BBISIBUTH pa3iidy-
HBbIE TUIBI TPaHC(HOPMAITUI TTPH TIEPEBO/IE, YTO BOOPYKAET NEPEBOTUMNKA 3HAHU-
€M TaK Ha3bIBAEMBIX «IIEPEBOJUECKUX MPUEMOBY», KOTOPBIE HIUPOKO HCIOJb3Y-
FOTCSI B IIPAKTHUKE.

HecomMHeHHYI0 IIEHHOCTH MMEET W MOMbBITKA CBA3ATh MPOIECC MEPEBOJA C
BHYTPHS3BIKOBEIMU TpaHCHOpMalUSIMHU. DTO HampaBlieHuE TpaHCHOpPMaIMOH-
HOUW TEOpHUM MEPEeBOJa OCHOBBIBAETCS HA XOPOILIO M3BECTHBIX (paKTaxX «rpamma-
THUYECKHX 3aMEH», KOTJa ONPEACICHHBIM CTPYKTYpaM OpHUIMHaIa COOTBETCTBY-
IOT MHBIE TPAMMATHYECKNE KOHCTPYKIIMU B IEPEBOJIE.



Ota Teopus JaeT BO3MOXKHOCTh OOBSICHUTH M (DAKThl MEPEBOJIa CTPYKTYP
WA, He umeromux coorBeTcTBUS B 1151.

[Ipu Bcex MOJOKUTEIBHBIX CTOPOHAX TPaHC(HOPMAIMOHHOW TEOpUHU Iepe-
BOJ/Ia €l MPUCYIIU U CEPbE3HbIE HENOCTATKU. DTa TeOpHs (PaKTHUECKU 00XOIUT
npo0ieMy nepeBOoAYECKON IKBUBANIEHTHOCTH. [loHATHE MHBapuaHTHOCTH (0O~
HOCTH) COZepKaHUsI TPAaHC(HOPMOB OJTHOTO Psifia MPABUIBHO OTPAXKAET OTCYTCT-
BHE IOJHOTO TOXKIECTBA MEXKJy HUMH, HO B TO JK€ BpPEMS NOAPAa3yMEBAET OIU-
HAKOBBIE CMBICJIIOBbIE OTHOILIEHUS BHYTPU KOMIIOHEHTOB JIF000ro TpaHchopMma-
LIHOHHOT'O psJa.

Ecnu nonyctuts, yTo TpaHchopMaluy NPOUCXOAAT JIULIb B Mpeenax Kax-
JIOTO A3BIKA, TO OKAXETCS, YTO UCXOJAHBIE U KOHEUHBIE CTPYKTYPhI KaK Obl He3a-
BUCUMBI JIpyT OT Apyra. Ha camom sxe nene tpancopmanus B pamkax 15, kak
MpaBUJIO, CBSI3aHA C HEOOXOJAMMOCTBIO BBIOOpA MEXKY HECKOJIBKUMHU TpaHCcop-
MaMH, BBIBOJUMBIMU U3 OJJHOU SIIEPHON CTPYKTYpPbI. DTOT BHIOOp ONpesesnsercs
B 3HAYUTEJILHOW Mepe TeM, KaKass UMEHHO MPOU3BOJHAs CTPYKTYypa HAXOIWJIACh
B MCXOJHOM TEKCTE B Hauaje Bcel mporeaypsl. B pamkax TpancpopMannoHHOM
TEOpUH MEPEBOJA TPYAHO J1aTh OOBSICHEHHE TAKOMY BBIOOpY, HE CBS3AHHOMY C
HKBUBAJIEHTHOCTBIO SIIEPHBIX CTPYKTYP.

Crnenyer Takxe OTMETUTh, YTO TpaHCHOpMaLMOHHAs TEOPHUsS HE JaeT 00b-
SCHEHUsI U (pakTaM CUTYaTUBHOM SKBUBAJIEHTHOCTH, KOTOpbIE aJ€KBATHO OIH-
CBIBAIOTCS B paMKax JICHOTaTUBHOM TEOPUH MEPEBOJA.

Taxum 06pa3zoM, TpaHCPOpMaIMOHHAsL TEOPHs MEPEBOJIa OKAa3bIBAETCS MPU-
TOJTHOMW JIJIs OTIMCAHUS JINIIb HEKOTOPBIX CTOPOH MEPEBOTYECKON JAESATEIBHOCTH,
IJIaBHBIM 00pa3oM, CBSI3aHHBIX C COOTHOIICHUSIMU I'PaMMaTHYECKHX CTPYKTYp
WS u 115

Jlekuma 3. CemaHTn4eckaA TeopunA nepesoa

Opna u3 3aaa4 0011el TEOPUHU NIEPEBOIA 3aKITIOYAETCS B PACKPBITUH CYIIHO-
CTU DKBUBAJICHTHBIX OTHOLIEHUM MEXIY COACPKaHUEM OPUTMHANIA U NIEPEBOJA.
EcTrecTBEHHO IIPEAIIONOKUTh, YTO TEOPETUYECKAsA MOJEIb NIEPEBONUYECKON JIesi-
TEJIBHOCTU [JOJDKHA, IPEXKIE BCETO, OCHOBBIBATHCS HA U3YYEHUU CMBICIOBOM
CTOPOHBI TEKCTOB OPUTHMHAJIA U NIEPEBOAA. DKBUBAJIICHTHOCTh COAEPKAHUS BYX
TEKCTOB MOJIpa3yMeBaeT UJIEHTUYHOCTb WK JOCTaTOUYHO OJM3KOe M01001e Bcex
WJIM HEKOTOPBIX CMBICIOBBIX 3JIEMEHTOB, COCTABJISAIOIIMX COJEPKAHNE ITUX TEK-
ctoB. I[Ipouecc nepeBoaa B 3T0OM cityyae OyJeT CBOJUTHCS K BbIIEICHUIO CMbI-
CJIOBBIX 3JIEMEHTOB B OpUTrMHajie M K BbpIOOpY enuuun IS, B MakcumanbHOI
CTEIICHU BBIPAYKAIOIIUX TAKUE XK€ HIEMEHTBI CMBICIIA B IIEPEBOJE.

B Tekcre opuruHana BbIIEISETCA «CMBICIIOBOE COAEPIKAHUE» U «IKCIIPEC-
CUBHO-CTHJIMCTHUYECKHE 0coOeHHOCTHY. [IepBoe 00benHSIET BCIO (haKTHICCKYIO
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uH(pOpMAIUIO, 2 BTOPOE — 3MOLUOHAIBHO-OLIEHOYHBIE 3JIEMEHTHI U XapaKTepu-
CTUKY €IMHUI] TEKCTAa C TOYKH 3PEHUS MX MPUHAIJICKHOCTH K OMPEICIECHHOMY
(GYHKIIMOHATHFHOMY CTHIIIO SI3bIKA MITU KaHpPy peuu. Takoe djeHEeHHE TO3BOJISET
yKa3bIBaTh Ha HEOOXOJIMMOCTh BKIIFOUEHHUS B TIEPEBOTIECKYIO IKBUBAIIEHTHOCTh
HKCIPECCUBHO-CTHIIMCTUYECKOTO COOTBETCTBUS OpHMrMHaja M mnepeBoja. Heok-
BUBAJICHTHOCTh OJIMHAKOBBIX COOOIIECHUMN, MEPEAAHHBIX C MOMOIIBIO S3BIKOBBIX
3HAKOB, MPUHAJICKAIINUX K PA3HBIM CTUIIMCTUYECKUM CIIOSIM S3bIKa, HEOCIIOpH-
Ma. Takum 00pa3om, ceMaHTHYECKas TEOPHsSl MO3BOJISIET OINKCHIBATH JKBUBA-
JICHTHOCTH OTHOIIICHUS MEXK/Ty MHOYKECTBAMH SI3bIKOBBIX cpeacTs B 1S u 141,

CemanTuueckas Teopusi TepeBoja 001alaeT 3HAYUTEIBHOU OOBSICHUTEb-
HOW cwiol. OHa BCKPHIBAET MHOTME CTOPOHBI MEPEBOJYECKOTO Mpoliecca, He-
JIOCTYIHBIE HETOCPEICTBEHHOMY HaOIrofeHHuI0. B ee pamkax MOXHO OnucaTh
HE TOJIbKO OOILIKE 3JIEMEHThI COICPKAHUsI OPUTHHANIA U TIEPEBOJIa, HO U MHOTUX
MIPUYMH W HAPABIICHUN PACXOXKICHUN MEXAY IBYMS TEKCTaMH. JTa TEOPHUS IO~
3BOJISIET OOBEKTUBHO AHAIU3UPOBATH CUCTEMY CHHOHUMHUYECKUX CPEICTB, BBI-
paKaronInuX OMPENeNICHHYIO COACPKATEIbHYI0 KaTEropuio, U yKa3bIBaeT HA Psl
CYILLIECTBEHHBIX (PAKTOPOB, ONpPENEISAIOIIUX BbIOOpP BapuaHTa mepeBoja. bomb-
[10€ 3HaYCHHE CEMAHTUYECKOW TEOPUU COCTOUT B TOM, UTO OHA JAET BO3MOXK-
HOCTb NIEPEBOTYECKOT0 COMOCTABJICHUS HE OTAEIbHBIX CJIOB, @ LEJIbIX MHOXKECTB
S3BIKOBBIX E€UHUI] C YYE€TOM MpPABWJI MOCTPOCHUSI BBICKA3bIBAHUN B Pa3HBIX
a3plkax. Bmecre ¢ TeM cemaHTHuecKas TE€OpHs MepeBojia He cBOOOAHA U OT He-
KOTOPBIX HEJIOCTATKOB TEOPETHUYECKOTO M MPAKTUYECKOTO XapakTepa M HyXJa-
eTCsl B JAIbHEUIIIEM COBEPIICHCTBOBAHHH:

1) DOta Teopusi mpeanosaraeT pacrpeeseHue BCEX SI3bIKOBBIX CPEJICTB IO
COJZIEpKaTEIbHBIM KaTeropusM. BriieneHne Takux KaTeropuil CBs3aHO ¢ 0OJb-
muMu TpyaHocTsMu. [lomHoro Habopa cofepkaTeNnbHBIX KaTErOPUil 0 CHX MOP
HE MPEIOKEHO HU Ul OAHOM Iapsl A3bIKOB. BriosiHE BO3MOXKHO, YTO BCHO CO-
BOKYITHOCTbh CPEJICTB SI3bIKA OKAXETCSI HEBO3MOXXHBIM CBECTH K COJEPIKATEIb-
HBIM KaTeropusiM. MoXeT 0Ka3aTbCs, YTO 3HAYUTEIHHOE YUCIO0 (HOPM U CTPYK-
Typ HE BOWAET HU B OJHY U3 CHUCTEM, COOTHOCHMBIX C TAaKMMH KaTETOPHUSIMHU.
Heo0xoaumo 00bACHUTE MPOIeAypy epeBoAa TAKUX €IUHUII.

2) PaccmarpuBaeMas Teopus HE HJIET Jajbllle CEMaHTUYECKOTO YPOBHSA
s3pika. OHA HE MpeAyCMaTPUBAET TAKUX CIy4yaeB, KOTIa JUIsl ONMCAHUS OJHON U
TOM K€ CUTyaIluu Pa3HbIe SI3bIKA MCTIOIB3YIOT COBEPIICHHO Pa3HbIE CEMaHTHYe-
CKHE KaTeropuu. B pamkax ceMaHTHUECKON TEOpUU TPYAHO OOBSICHUTH TaKHE
dakThl, KaKk TEPEeBOJI aHTIUHCKOrOo instant coffee pycckum «pacTBOpUMBINA KO-
¢de». B 3TOM OTHOIIEHHH 3Ta TEOpHUsl OKa3bIBaeTcs ciabee IeHOTaTUBHOM TEO-
pHUU TIEPEBO/JIa, KOTOpast JETKO 0OBSICHSIET MOI00HBIE (HhaKTHI.

3) CemanTuueckasi Teopusl IepeBoja HE 3aTparuBaeT MnpoljeM Mepeaadu
o0Opa3HbIX ¥ WHBIX accoldanuii mpu nepeBojie. OHa MPOXOAUT MUMO MHOTOILJIA-
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HOBOCTH COJEPMaHHS TEKCTa, BO3MOKHOCTU HCHOJIb30BaHUS €IUHHUI] S3bIKA B
IIEPEHOCHOM CMBICJIE, pacueTa Ha NMPEABAPUTEIBHBIA ONBIT U HAJIMYUS BCEBO3-
MOYKHBIX ACCOLMALIMN, KOTOPbIE MOTYT OKa3aThbCd HEOJWHAKOBBIMHU y PELIENTO-
POB OPUTMHAJIA U IEPEBOJA.

4) B paMkax ceMaHTHUYECKON MOJEIN HE HaXOJAUTCS MECTa KaTerOpuu Leu
KOMMYHUKAIINH, UTPAIOIIEH PEIIaoIlyIo poJib MPU BEIOOPE CPENICTB MEPEBOIA, a
MHOT/Ia BBI3BIBAIOIIECH HEOOXOIUMOCTh B 3aMEHE IPHU IMEPEBOJIC CaMOM OIKUCHI-
BAEMOM CHUTYALUU.

Jlekuma 4. TeopnA ypoBHEN 3KBMBANIEHTHOCTU

EcrecTBEHHO MpEAIONOKUTh, YTO JJISI BCECTOPOHHETO OIMCAHUS TEPEBO/I-
YECKON JEeATETHHOCTH IEIeCO00pa3HO OOBEAMHUTE OTACIBHBIE TEOPETHUCCKHE
MOJIENIM B €IMHYIO OOIIYI0 TEOPHUIO MepeBoja. DTy 1eNib U CTaBUT mepe]] co0oit
TEOPUS yPOBHEN DKBUBAJICHTHOCTEM.

Teopust ypoBHEW HSKBUBAJIECHTHOCTEW — 3TO MOJEIb NEPEBOAUYECKOW JIEsi-
TEJIbHOCTH, OCHOBAaHHAS HA MPEIOI0KEHNH, YTO OTHOLIECHUS SKBUBAJICHTHOCTHU
YCTaHAaBIIMBAIOTCS MEXK1Y aHAJOTHUYHBIMU YPOBHSIMHU COJIEPKAHUSI TEKCTOB OpU-
ruHaiia u nepepoaa. OCHOBOM 3TOM MOJIEIIH SIBJIIETCS BBIACIEHUE B COACPKAHUU
TEKCTa psAJa MOCIEAOBATEIbHBIX YPOBHEH, OTIMYANOIIMXCS MO XapakTepy HWH-
dbopmanuu.

Teopust ypoBHEH 3KBUBAJICHTHOCTH BOCIIOJIHSIET HEKOTOPBIE MPOOIJIEMBI Je-
HOTAaTUBHOHN M TpaHC(HOPMALMOHHON MoOJeel mepeBoayeckoro nporecca. OHa
0oJiee MOJHO OMUCHIBAECT ATOT MPOIIECC, PACUIICHSIET CMBICIOBOIM KOMILIEKC, CO-
CTaBJISIONIUI COJIEpKAHUE MEPEBOJIUMOTO TEKCTa, U JAA€T KPUTEPUU JJis 00IIeit
OLICHKM KaydecTBa NEepeBojia. DTa TEOpHUsl OOBICHSIET KaK OOBIYHYIO MPOIEAYDPY
BBIOOpa (hOopMBI TIEpEeBO/Ia M3 Psia BOSMOXKHBIX BAPHAHTOB, TaK U (aKThl 00y-
CJIOBJICHHOCTH TE€pPEBOJa OCOOEHHOCTSIMU OIMCHIBAEMON JI€HCTBUTEIBLHOCTH,
KOTOPBIE, HE ABJISISICh YACThIO SI3IKOBOTO KOJ1a, 0COOBIM 00pa3oM CBsI3aHBI C OII-
pPEAECIEHHBIMU €UHULIAMH 3TOTO KOJA.

OObsicHUTENIbHAS CWJIA W BO3MOKHOCTbh MPAKTHUYECKOTO MCIIOJIb30BAHUS
TEOPUU YPOBHEN 3KBUBAJEHTHOCTH BO MHOI'OM 3aBUCUT OT KOHKpPETHU3alUU I0-
HATHUS SKBUBAJICHTHOCTU HA KAXKJIOM YPOBHE, a TAKXKE OT aJICKBaTHOI'O OMUCAHUS
BApUAHTOB IJIaHa BBIPAKEHUS (SI3bIKOBBIX CPEJICTB) KaXKIOTO YPOBHS U CMBICIIO-
BBIX pPa3IMuui MEXAy TakuMH Bapuantamu. [1oj00HOe onucaHue T0IKHO OBITH
OCYILECTBJICHO B COIOCTABUTEIBHOM IUIAHE JJISI KaXKAOW Hapbl SI3bIKOB, y4acT-
BYIOLIMX B IMPOLIECCE NMEPEBOAA. ITO AAET BO3MOXKHOCTh CPABHUBATH MPU MEPE-
BOJIe MH(GOPMALIMIO, PETIPE3CHTUPYEMYIO COOTHOCUTENIBHBIMU CPEACTBAMU 000-
UX SI3bIKOB, U JI€JaTh J0KAa3aTeJIbHbIE BBIBOJIBI O CTEINEHU 3KBUBAJIEHTHOCTH,
JIOCTUTaEMOM IIPU UCIIOJIb30BAHUY JAHHOTO BapHaHTa NEPEBOAA.
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Mogenbs ypOBHEN 3KBUBAJIEHTHOCTH IIOJHOCTBIO OCHOBAHAa Ha COJEpIKa-
TEJIBHOM aHAJIN3€ NepeBOoAUMOro texcra. Iloatomy oHa He mpurogHa Juis onu-
CaHUs U MOPOXKICHUS NEPEBOLYECKOrO IIPOLECCa, OCHOBAHHOIO UCKIIIOUUTEIIb-
HO Ha (popManbHBIX KpUTEpHsX. B aTux ciydasx «bojee CHIbHOIN» MOXKET OKa-
3aTbcsl TpaHC(OpPMALIMOHHAS WJIM Kakas-TuOo Apyras TeopeThuecKas MOJENb
IepeBoa.

BriBoabI

PaccMoTpeHne TeopeTHdYecKUX MOJENEH NEpPEeBOJA IOKA3BIBAET, YTO OHM
MPaBUJIBHO OTPAXKAIOT OTJEIbHBIE ACMEKThl EPEBOAUECKON AesiTenbHoCcTH. He-
JIOCTAaTOK BCEX ATHUX TEOPHUM 3aKIHOYAECTCS B HEMOJHOTE ONMMCAHUS M3BECTHBIX
nepeBoAYECKUX (DAKTOB, B COCPEAOTOYEHHM BHUMAHUS JIMIIb HA HEKOTOPBIX
0COOEHHOCTSIX nepeBoa. B To jxe BpeMsi B CBOEH COBOKYITHOCTU OHHU JIAalOT J0O-
BOJIbHO MOJIHYIO KapTHHY Pa3jIN4HbIX COJEPKATEIbHbIX KOMIIOHEHTOB, Mepe/ia-
4ya KOTOpBIX OOecreyrBaeT 3KBHUBAJEHTHOCTh IepeBoja. Tak, JeHOTaTUBHAs
TEOpUsI yKa3blBAET HA HEOOXOJUMOCTh OINMUCAHUA WACHTUYHOM CHUTYallUU.
Tpanchopmarmonnas Teopusi NOJUEPKUBAET HEOOXOJUMOCTh CEMaHTHUYECKOI
0JM30CcTU (MHBAapPUAHTHOCTH) CUHTAKCHUYECKUX CTPYKTYp OpUIHMHANa U MEPEBO-
na. CemaHTHyeckasi Teopusl oOpaliaeT BHUMaHUE Ha UJIEHTHUYHOCTb COJAEpKa-
TeJIbHBIX (INIyOMHHBIX) KATErOpHUil 1 Ha HEOOXOAMMOCTh MaKCUMAJILHOTO COBIIA-
JIeHUs] Habopa CEMaHTUYECKHX MPU3HAKOB y SKBUBAJICHTHBIX €IUMHUL. Teopus
YPOBHEHM HKBHBAJIEHTHOCTU BBIIEISET B COACPXKAHUU TEKCTa Psij IMOCIEI0Ba-
TEJbHBIX YPOBHEH, OTIIMYAIOUINXCS [0 XapaKTepy UH(OpMaLUH.

Bomnpocsl 1151 KOHTPOJIs

1. KakoBbI JOCTOMHCTBA U HEJAOCTATKH JIEHOTATUBHOM TEOPHUHU IepeBoia’?
2. B gem ocobeHHOCTH TpaHC(HOPMAIIMOHHON TEOpUH TiepeBoaa?

3. Yro npexacrasiser co0oi ceMaHTHUECKas Teopus nepeBoja?

4. Ha yeM oCHOBaHa MOJIE€NIb TEOPUHU YPOBHEN YKBUBAJIECHTHOCTH?
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Paspen Il. SHAYEHUE CJTIOBA U E'O OTPAXXEHUE
B NEPEBOAE

Tema 2. A3bIKOBbIE 3HAYHEHNA U NMEPEBO[,

Beepenue

Jlekums 1. OcHOBbI TEOPUU A3bIKOBbIX 3HAUEHWH

Jlekums 2. S3bikoBble 3HaUEHUA U UX Nepefaya B Nepesoje
BbiBoapl

Bonpocbl gns koHTpons

BeBeneHue

Bomnpoc o nepenaye A3bIKOBOIO 3HAYEHHMs IIPU IIEPEBOJE SABISETCA OYEHB
BaKHBIM. [lepeBoxn TEKCTa JOJKEH TOYHO COOTBETCTBOBATH OPUTHMHANY. OJTO
BO3MOXKHO TOJIBKO TOr[a, KOT1a COAECPKaHUE TEKCTa BHUMATEIIBLHO IIPOYUTAHO U
U3Yy4EHO U KOrJa 00JbIIOE BHUMAHUE YENsIeTCs Nepeiade 3Ha4eHUH CJI0B B CO-
OTBETCTBUM C OpUrHHAJIOM. [Io BompocaMm u3yyeHus s3bIKOBOTO 3HAYECHUS pas-
JIMYHBIMU YYEHBIMU BBICKA3bIBAKOTCS OIIPEIECICHHBIE TOYKU 3peHusd. boiblioe
BHUMAHHME W3YYEHHUIO 3HAYEHHUS YJIENSIM OTEYECTBEHHbIE JMHIBUCTBHI A.l.
Cmupnuukuii, I'.B. Konmanckuii u Mmuorue npyrue. Heobxonumo uMerb B BU-
Ny, UTO €AMHHULIBI SI3bIKA MPEJCTABICHBI B 3ByKOBOM (pOpME U UMEIOT KOHKPET-
HOE€ 3HA4YCHUE, KOTOpPOE CIEAYyEeT OIPEHEIIUTh 110 KOHTEKCTY U IPEACTaBUTH B
IIEPEBOJIE COOTBETCTBYIOLIUM 00pa3OM.

JNlekuma 1. OCHOBbI TEOPUN A3BLIKOBbLIX 3HAYEHUN

[lepeBoa — mporecc npeoOpa3oBaHusl PEUEeBOro MPOU3BEACHUS HAa OJHOM
A3bIKE B PEUEBOE NMPOU3BEACHUE HA JPYTOM SI3bIKE IIPU COXPAHCHUU HEU3MEHHO-
ro 3HAYEHUs1, TOYHEE CUCTEMBI 3HAYEHU, BBIPAKEHHBIX B HICXOJHOM TEKCTE.

[Tonnmanue CyurHOCTH mepeBoaa TpedyeT, Mpexie Bcero, rmy0oKoil pa3pa-
OOTKH SI3bIKOBBIX 3HAUYCHUI.

Bonpoc o ToM, 4TO Takoe 3HAYEHHE B SA3BIKE U KAKHUE CYIIECTBYIOT THUIIBI U
BUJIbl SI3BIKOBBIX 3HAYEHHI, JI0 CUX IOpP OCTAaeTCs MPEIMETOM PAa3HOTJIACHU U
nuckyccuit. Camblil paclipoCTpaHEHHBINH B OTEUECTBEHHOW M 3apyOeKHOM JUH-
IBUCTHUKE B3IJISJl HA NPUPOAY A3bIKOBOIO 3HAYEHUS, HA TO, YTO TAKOE 3HAUCHHE
1 KaKOBO €T0 OTHOIICHHE K SI3BIKOBOU (POpMeE — «3ByKOBasi MaTepus» si3bika. Co-
[JIACHO 3TOMY B3IJISAY, 3HAUEHHE €CTh HEKOE MCUXUYECKoe 00pa3oBaHue, HeKasl
KaTeropus, mMpucyIiasi chepe 4eT0BEYSCKOTO CO3HAHUS, «MUPY HJICH», TO €CTh
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kateropusi mpicnutenbHas. Tak, A.M.CMUpHUIKUH, pa3feisBIIMK YKa3aHHYIO
TOUKY 3pEHHsI, B OJIHOM M3 CBOUX padOT TOBOPUT: «3HAUECHUE CJIOBA... CYLIECT-
BYET, KaK ONPE/ICJICHHOE SIBJIEHUE B CO3HAHUU U MPEJICTABISAET CO00M QyHKIHUIO
Mosra» [26]. Kpome Toro, B cBoeit padore A.M.CMUpPHUIIKUI JaeT Cleayroliee
ONpENEIICHNE 3HAYEHUs, BECbMa THUIMYHOE JUIsl YKa3aHHOW TPAKTOBKH 3TOM
S3BIKOBOM KaTeropuu: «3HaueHUe CJIOBa €CTh U3BECTHOE OTOOpakeHUE MpeaMe-
Ta, SIBJICHUS WJIA OTHOLLEHHUS B CO3HAHWUH, BXOJAIIEE B CTPYKTYpPY CJIOBa B Kaye-
CTBE TaK HA3bIBAEMOM BHYTPEHHEH €r0 CTOPOHBI, MO0 OTHOLIEHHUID K KOTOPOWU
3BY4YaHHUE CJIOBA BBICTYNAET KaK MaTepuaibHas o0osouka...» [26].

Takas Touka 3peHusi, HECMOTPS Ha CBOIO YOEAUTEIbHOCTh, HE MOXKET OBITh
IIpU3HAHA CaMOCTOSITEJIbHOM, TaK KaK OHA BHYTPEHHE NPOTHBOpeuMBa. Ecnu
IIPUJIEPKUBATHCS €€, TO MOJYYUTCSI, YTO 3HAYEHHE, TO €CTh CMBICIIOBAasE CTOPOHA
A3bIKA, CYIIECTBYET B YEJIOBEUECKOM CO3HAHHM, B TICUXUKE, B TO BPEMsI Kak caM
S3BIK «JICHCTBUTEIBHO W TIOJHOCTBIO CYIIECTBYET B pedm». Takum oOpazom,
BO3HHUKAET MPOTUBOPEYME: A3BIK C OJHOW CTOPOHBI, CYHIECTBYET B PEYU U TEM
CaMbIM OKa3bIBa€TCs SBJICHUEM MaTEpUaJIbHBIM, B TO BPEMS KaK 3HaYCHUE A3bI-
KOBBIX €JUHUL] CYIIECTBYET YK€ HE B PE€UH, a B UEJIOBEYECKOM CO3HAHUU U TEM
CaMbIM OKa3bIBA€TCSl OTHOCALIMMCS K YUCITY SIBJICHUN UJICAIbHBIX.

VYKa3zaHHOE€ NPOTHUBOPEUHUE MOKHO PA3PEIINTh OAHUM M3 3-X BO3MOKHBIX
crioco60B. MOXHO, BO-IIEPBbIX, MIPU3HATh, UTO HE TOJILKO 3HAYEHUE SI3BIKOBBIX
€IUHUL, HO U BECh SA3BIK KAK TAKOBOM CYLIECTBYET B YEJIOBEUECKOM CO3HAHUU, B
MO3Ty Y€JIOBEKA U TEM CaMbIM OTHOCHUTCS K YMCIY SIBIICHUM MCUXUYECKUX. Ta-
Kasi KOHUEenuus Obljla IIUPOKO paclpocTpaHeHa B si3biko3HaHuu XIX — Havana
XX B; €€ pa3nernsuii Takue KpymHble s3bIkoBenbl Kak A.A. [Tote6ns, I'. [layms,
N.A.bonysn ne Kyprans, @. ne Coccrop.

Bo-BTOpBIX, MOXHO MNPU3HATH SI3BIK JABYCTOPOHHEW CYIIHOCTBIO — HEKUM
MaTepuaibHO-UJaTbHBIM 00BEKTOM, B KOTOPOM 3BYKOBasi (hopMma (Ij1aH BbIpa-
KEHUS) — UeanbHa, T.6. OTHOCUTCA K cepe MCUXUKH. Takas TPaKTOBKa OTHO-
LIEHUS MATEPUAIIBHOTO U MACAIBHOIO B SA3BIKE IIMPOKO PACIPOCTPAHEHA CPEAU
A3bIKOBEIOB U (husocodoB. BoT onHo xapakrepHoe BbickasbiBaHue: «Ero (T.e.
A3bIKa) MaTepuagbHas CTOPOHA — 3HAKU CYLIECTBYIOT OOBEKTHUBHO BHE YeJIOBE-
Ka... Ero cmbicioBas cropoHa — 3HaUYE€HUS CYIIECTBYIOT B MJI€albHON (dopme
KaK (pakT CO3HAHUS B TOJOBE KaXKIOI0 YeJIOBEKa, MPUHAIJIEKAIIETO K TaHHOMY
obmectBy» [1]. U manee: «SI3pIK ecTh €IMHCTBO MaTEPHAIBHON M HICAITHHOM
ctopon» [1]. Takas koHuenuus npeacrapiser co00l cBOEOOpa3HyO pa3HOBU/-
HOCTbH Jlyajiu3Ma CO BCEM NPUCYLIEH €My NPOTUBOPEYMBOCTBIO. Benp marepu-
aJbHOE CYIIECTBYET BHE HAC, BHE YEJIOBEUECKOr0 CO3HAHUS; UIECATBHOE KE €CTh
CyOBEKTUBHBI 00pa3 OOBEKTUBHOTO MHUPA, CYHIECCTBYIOIIMI B HAllleM CO3Ha-
HuU. YTo Kacaercs A3bIKa, TO OH, OCTABAsICh, BUAUMO, €AMHBIM OOBEKTOM, BMeE-
CT€ C TEM OKa3bIBAECTCS Pa30pBaHHBIM HAJBOE: OJHA €ro CTOPOHA (3BYKOBOE
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oopMIIeHHE) CYIIIECTBYET BHE HAC, Jpyras (3HaueHHe) — BHYTPU HAC, B HAIlIEM
CO3HAHUM.

[IpoTuBoONOCTaBIIEHNE MATEPUATILHOTO U UJICAIBHOTO, B KOHEUHOM CU€Te, HE
abCOIOTHO — UJCAIBHOE TaKKE MMEET CBOM MaTepUalbHBIA CyOCTpaT B BUJC
MO3ra, SBJISIONIErocs Boiciel GopMol xuBoi matepuu. OaHaKO 3TO HE pa3pe-
[1aeT MPOTUBOPEYUHS, KOTOPOE 3aKII0UAETCS B TOM, YTO 3BYKOBasi (hopma B SI3bI-
K€ OKa3bIBae€TCsl MPHU pacCMaTpUBAEMOM TOJAXOJE CYIIECTBYIOIIEH B peuu, a
S3BIKOBOE 3HAYEHUE — B MO3TY YEJIOBEKa, TO €CTh (popmMa M 3HAUYCHHE B S3BIKE
Kak ObI CYIIECTBYET pa3/IeIbHO.

DTO HATAJIKUBAET HA MOMCKHU TPETHETO MYTH JUISl BBIXOAA U3 CIOKHUBILIETOCS
MPOTUBOPEUHS: eciii (popMa v 3HaUCHHE B S3BIKE CYIIECTBYIOT Pa3eibHO, TO HE
3HAYUT JI ATO, YTO OHU HE COCTABISAIOT cOOOM eauHoro oobekTa? MHbpIMU CIio-
BaMH, HE BBITEKAET JIM U3 3TOr0, UTO SA3BIK, OyAy4d MaTepUalIbHbIM 00pa30BaHu-
€M, €CTh OJiHa Jiilb (opMa, a 3HAYCHHE BOOOIIE HE SBISAETCS COCTaBHOW 4Ya-
CTBIO WJIM CTOPOHOM si3bika? Henb3si He MpU3HAaTh, UTO B paMKaX MCUXOJOTUYeC-
KOW (MJIM JIOTMYECKOM) KOHIEIIIMKM 3HAYSHUs TAaKOH BBIBOJ SIBJIICTCS Hanbouee
MOCJIeI0BATEBHBIM: €CIIM OTPUIIATh, UYTO SI3BIK €CTh M0 CBOEH CYIIHOCTH NICUXU-
YECKOE SIBJICHME M B TO K€ CaMO€ BpeMs MPHU3HABATh NCUXUYECKHUI XapakTep
3HAYEHUS, TO OTCIO/Ia JIOTUYECKU BBITEKAET, YTO 3HAUCHUE HE BXOJAMT B SI3bIK U
ABJISIETCSL 110 OTHOILIEHUIO K HEMY 4e€M-TO BHEIIHUM. K TakomMy BBIBOZY MpHUXO-
JTUT DSl UCCIeN0BaTeNe, KOTOpbIE, MPAKTUKYs 3HAYEHHUE KaK TMCUXUYECKYIO
WJIU MBICIIUTENIbHYI0 KaTETOPHIO, BIIOJHE MOCIE0BATEIbHO 3aKI0YAKOT U3 3TO-
ro, YTO 3HAK €CThb OJHOCTOPOHHSS (YMCTO (popmanbHas), a HE JBYCTOPOHHSS
€IVHULIA U YTO 3HAYECHHUE HE BXOJIUT B CTPYKTYPY 3HAKA, & JIE)KUT BHE €rO0.

['oBopst 0 sA3bIKE (Kak 0cO0O0Il 3HAKOBOW CUCTEME), CIEAYyET MOIYEPKHYTh,
YTO caMa MCTOpHUS Pa3BUTHUSA HAYyKU O SI3bIKE MMOKa3ajia MOJHYI HECOCTOSTENb-
HOCTb TOMBITKU «U3THATHY 3HAUCHHE U3 SI3bIKA, CYUTATh €r0 YEM-TO BHEIIHUM
[0 OTHOUIEHUIO K S3bIKYy. T€ JIMHIBUCTUYECKUE HAIpPaBJIEHUS, KOTOPHIEC IbITa-
JIUCh MOCTPOUTH HAYKY O SI3bIKE, HE MpHOerasi K MOHATUIO 3HAYEHUs, TOTEPIEIH,
Mo CyTH JieJia TOJHYI0 HeyJady U B HacTosiiee BpeMs (PaKTUYECKH COILIH CO
cueHbl. 1 neno He TOJBKO B TOM, YTO BBIHECEHUE 3HAUCHHMS 3a MPEEIIbI sI3bIKa,
KpaiiHe 00eIHsIeT MPOOIeMAaTHKy JTHHTBUCTHUECKOW HAYKH, CBOMS €€ TOJIBKO K
onucaHuo (HopMaabHON CTOPOHHI si3biKa. OKa3aloCh, YTO SI3BIKOBYIO OPMY He-
BO3MO>KHO M3Yy4aTbh, HE YUUTHIBAs B TOW WJIM MHOW CTENEHH, BbIpaKaeMbI€ UM
3Ha4YeHUSs1, MO0 MOoHsATHE (HOPMBI HEM30EKHO MPEToNaraeT v MOHITUE 3HAYCHMUS,
0e3 xoroporo ¢opma yxe He ecTh ¢opma. [loaToMy B HaIIM JTHH, IO CYIIECTBY
yKe HET HU OJIHOTO CEPbE3HOTO HAYYHOTO HAIpaBJIEHUS B SI3bIKO3HAHUU, KOTO-
poe Mcxoausio Obl U3 MPUHIIMIIA BHIHECEHUS 3HAYCHUS 3a MPEJEIbl S3bIKa; OyK-
BAJIbHO BCE OCHOBHBIC JIMHTBUCTUYECKUE IIKOJBI TPAKTYIOT 3HAYCHUE KaK He-
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OTHEMJIEMYIO COCTABHYIO 4YacThb WJIM CTOPOHY SI3bIKOBOM CHCTEMBI, CTOJIb K€
MPUCYIIYIO €H, KaK U 3ByKOBas (hopma.

Uro ke KacaeTcs TAKMX HAIpPaBIICHU, Kak ObBmas Meibckas IIKoia aMe-
PUKAHCKOTO JIECKPUIITUBU3MA, TO OHM BHECIH B (JOH]I JIMHTBUCTUYECKOW HAYKHU
HEMaJIO IIEHHOTO, HO He OJlaroaps 0TKa3y OT U3yYEHUS SI3bIKOBBIX 3HAYCHUM, a
Kak pa3 Bompeku emy. OTKa3 U3ydaTh 3HAYEHUSI MPU aHAIIM3E SI3bIKOBOTO MaTe-
puasa Ha CJIoBaxX MPUBOAUT TOJIBKO K TOMY, YTO Ha JieJie 3HaUeHUe KaK Obl «Ipo-
TACKHUBAJIOCh» C YEPHOI'O XO0Ja, TO €CTh MPUCYTCTBOBAJIO IPHU AHAJIU3E S3BIKOBO-
ro MaTepuala HesIBHO, B CKPHITOM BHUJI€. B MHTEpecax TMHIBUCTUYECKON HAyKHU
HEO0OXO0IMMO, OJHAKO, YTOOBI ATa aneJlIaus K 3HAUCHUIO Oblja He CKPBITOH, a
OTKpBITOI U SIBHOM, HOO TOJNBKO TOr/a OyJeT obecreueHa NoAJIMHHAs TOYHOCTb
U CTPOrOCTh SI3bIKOBEQUYECKHX ucciaenoBaHuil. A.M. CMUPHUIKUI KPUTUYECKU
3asBIsET: « ...HeoOXoauMbIM MpeICTaBISIETCSl CKa3aTh COBEPILICHHO SICHO U He-
JIBYCMBICJIEHHO, YTO 3HAYCHWS CJIOB W JAPYTMX €IUHHUI] NPUHAIJIEKAT S3BIKY,
BXOJIAAT B HETO TaK K€, KAK U UX «PEAJbHBIC 3ByYaHUs» CYIIECTBYIOT HE B CO3-
HaHWM, & B PEYM, B CAMUX PEAJIBHO CYUIECTBYIOIIUX PEYEBBIX ITPOU3BEICHUAX
(3Byvanux Wik MMCbMEHHBIX TeKCTax)» [27].

Takum 00pa3om, HENb3sl HE MPUNUTU K BBIBOJY, UYTO MPHU3HAHWUE 3HAYCHUSA
CJI0BA TICUXUYECKOW CYUIHOCTHIO MIPUBOJUT UCCIEAOBATEIICH K MPOTUBOPEUHSIM,
U3 KOTOPBIX HEJb3s1 HAWTU HUKAKOro Bbixojaa. OcTaeTcsi OAHO — MPU3HATH, YTO
TPAKTOBKA 3HAYEHHS B SI3bIKE KaK HEKOW «IICUXUYECKON», «JIOTUUECKON» WU
«MBICIIUTENIBHOW» CYIIHOCTH HEBEPHA B CBOEl OCHOBE. 3HAYEHMS SI3BIKOBBIX
€MHHUI] CYIIECTBYIOT HE B YEIIOBEUECKOM CO3HAHMH, & B CAMHUX ATUX CIUHUIAX,
TO €CTh HE B MO3ly Y€JIOBEKA, a B PEUMU.

EcTh enie o1HO cooOpaxeHue, KOTOPOE BBIHYKJAET OTKa3aThCs OT JIOTHKO-
MICUXOJIOTUYECKOM TPAKTOBKH 3HaYyeHUU. Jleao B TOM, YTO HCCIEI0BATENH,
TPAKTYIOIIUE 3HAYCHHUE B S3BIKE, KAK HEKOE «IICUXUUYECKOE» WUIIA «MBICIUTEIb-
HOE» 00pa3oBaHUE, OKA3aJUCh HE B COCTOSIHUM YCTAHOBUTH, KAKOBA KE TIPUPOAA
3TOr0 «00pa30BaHUA», U K KAKOH KATErOPUHU MBICIUTENbHBIX SIBIEHUNH OHO OT-
HOCUTCS. B TpaMIIMOHHOW NICUXOJOTUU MPUHATO TOBOPUTH O TPEX TUIIAX YMCT-
BEHHBIX O0pa30B WIHM «IICUXUYECKUX 00pa3oBaHUi» — BOCHpuUATUsIX. To, 4TO
BOCIIPHUSTHE HE MOXET ObITh 3HAYECHUEM CIIOBA, MPEJCTABISAETCS CaMOOYEBU/I-
HBIM: BOCIIPUATHE — KOHKPETHOE OTPA)KEHHE B CO3ZHAHUU O0BEKTa, HEMOCPEICT-
BEHHO BOCIIPUHUMAEMOTI0 HAIllUMU OPraHaMU YyBCTB, & B IIPOLIECCE PEYM BIIOJI-
HE OOBIYHOM SIBJISICTCSI CUTYyalMs, KOrJa MPEeAMETOM PEeUn OKa3bIBAIOTCS 00BbEK-
Thl, B JAHHBI MOMEHT HENOCPEJCTBEHHO HE BOCIIPUHUMAEMBIE, OTCYTCTBYIO-
A€ B MOJIE 3pEHUS TOBOPALIEro M ciymaromero. Hanpumep: Buepa MBanos
yexan B Cankrt-IlerepOypr. Hu B MoeM BocHpuATHU, HU B BOCHPHITHH CIIy-
maroniero Het Hu MBanoBa, Hu Cankr-IlerepOypra, Hu dakra orbezna MBanosa
B Cankt-IleTepOypr.
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Otcroaa ObUT cliefiaH BBIBOJI, UTO 3HAUYCHHUEM CJIOB U JPYTUX €AUHUIL S3bIKA
ABJISIETCS. HE BOCIPUSITHE, a MPEICTABICHUE, KOTOPOE MOXKET CYIIECTBOBATH B
YeJIOBEUYECKOM MCUXMKE M TOTJIa, KOrJa COOTBETCTBYIOIINE OOBEKTHI HETOCPE/I-
CTBEHHO HE€ BOCHPHUHUMAIOTCS, T.€. JIEKAT BHE JIOCATAEMOCTH HAIIMX OPraHOB
yyBCTB. Takasi Touka 3peHusi, TpUpaBHUBAIOIIAs] 3HAUCHUE B A3BIKE K MPEICTAB-
JIEHHIO, TOCIIOJICTBOBAJIA B HAYKE HA MPOTsDKEHUM 11ouTh Beero XIX Beka; ogHa-
KO B HACTOSIILIEM €€ HECOCTOSITENIbHOCTh OUEBUIHA.

Bo-niepBbiX, 3HaUeHHE CIIOBA €CTh HEKOE 0000IIeHNe, B TO BpeMsl Kak Mpej-
CTaBJICHUSI BCETra €AMHUYHBI U KOHKPETHBI, TOCKOJIbKY OHU €CTh HE YTO MHOE,
KaK ONpEe/IeJICHHbIC CIEbl, OCTABIISIEMbIC B HaIllEW MaMsITH HPeAblIyIIMMU BOC-
npustusiMu. Tak, Mbl HE B COCTOSIHUM MPEJCTaBUTh ceO€ 3HAUEHUE TaKUX CJIOB,
KaK, IEpeBo (HO CMOXKEM MPEICTaBUTh Oepe3y, COCHY WJIM OCHHY), BBICOKOE Jie-
pPEBO, CTOSALIEE AEPEBO...; TOUHO TaKXKE€ Mbl MOXKEM IpPEACTaBUThH cede s10JI0KO,
CJIUBY, TPYIIY, IPUTOM KOHKpPETHOE (HarpuMep, KPacHOE WIIH KENToe) si0JI0KO,
KOHKPETHYIO IpYyIIy, HO HE TU10]1 BoooO1ie. Eille MeHee BO3MOKHBIM OKa3bIBACTCSI
MPUMEHEHUE TEPMHUHA «IPEJCTABICHUE» K 3HAUYCHUIO TaKUX aOCTPAKTHBIX CJIOB
KakK, MPUYMHA, BPEMs WIM OTHOIICHHUE, TaK KaK Mbl HE MOXEM «IPEJICTaBUTHY
cebe BCe TH OTBJICUCHHBIC 3HAUCHHUS, HE MOXKEM BBI3BAaTh B CBOEM BOOOpaxke-
HUU HUKAKUX 00pa3oB, aCCOLMUPYIOMINXCS CO 3HAYEHUEM ITHUX CJIOB.

Bo-BTOpBIX, 3KCHEPUMEHTAIbHO JOKA3aHO, YTO MPEJICTABIICHUS, BO3HU-
KalolMe B CO3HAHUU YEJIOBEKA B CBS3U C TEMU WJIM MHBIMU €MHUIIAMU SI3BIKA,
4acTO HE UMEIOT HUYETO OOIIETO C JCHCTBUTEIHHBIMH 3HAYCHUSM dTUX EIUHUIIL.
Tak, y 0JHOTO U3 HCHBITYEMBIX CJIOBO «PEJUTHUsS» BBI3BAJIIO B CO3HAHUU 00Opa3
HErpa; y JIPYroro CIOBO «IepOep» acCOIMHUPOBAIOCH C MPEICTABICHUEM TOJI-
CTOM »*eHUIMHBI. Y 3TO BIOJIHE €CTECTBEHHO — MPEJCTABIICHHS], BOSHUKAIOIIUE B
CO3HAHHMM YEJIOBEKa, BCEr/Ja €IMHUYHbI U KOHKPETHbI U HE MOTYT rapaHTUPO-
BaTh TOT'O, YTO TOBOPAIIMM M CIyHIAlOMUi OyAyT acCOLMUPOBATH C OJHUM H
TEM >K€ CJIOBOM OJIHO M TO K€ 3Hau€HUe, a UMEHHO 3TO YCIIOBHUE SBIIAETCS HEOO-
XOJIUMBIM JIJIs1 YCIICITHOTO OCYIIECTBICHHUS aKTa PEUEBOM KOMMYHUKAIIUH.

B coBpeMeHHOM JIMHTBUCTUYECKOW JIMTEPATYPE 3HAUEHUE CIIOBA CBS3bIBACT-
ca 4anie Bcero ¢ noHstueM. Tak, I'.B. Kommanckuii nuieT: «...CeMaHTHKa
CJIOBA IO CYIIECTBY COBMAAET C MOHATUEM KaK JIOTHUECKOU (POPMBI, TIOHSITHEM,
BBIp@)KaeMbIM B ciioBe» [9]. Ecim octaBaTbCcd B paMKax TPAKTOBKH 3HAYCHHS
KaK MBICTUTENHHOW KAaTerOpHUM, TaKas KOHIICTIHS TpECTaBiIseTCs Haubosee
pa3yMHOI: 3HaY€HHUE CJI0BAa HOCUT OOOOILIEHHBIN XapakTep, a MOHITHE OOBIYHO
oTpesieNsieTcsl Kak «0000IIeHHbIN 00pa3y, Kak HeKoe 00001IeHne CBOMCTB U Ka-
YeCTB, NPUCYLIUX IIPEAMETaM peajJbHOU NeUCTBUTENBLHOCTU. [lonbIiTKN onpene-
JUTh «IIOHATHE», HE Mpuleras K 3HAYCHUIO CJI0Ba, HAIPUMEP, KaK «0000IIeH-
HBIN 00pa3» uiu «0000IIEHHOE OTPaKEHUEY, JTMOO CIUILIKOM HEOMPEACIICHHBI U
pacIuIbIBYaThI, TUOO BHYTpPEHHE MPOTUBOpeuUuBbl. [IpuxoauTcs mpusHaTh, 4TO
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OINpEJICICHUE 3HAUYCHUS Yepe3 IMOHSATUE HUCKOJIBKO HE CIOCOOCTBYET pacKphbl-
THIO TIPUPOJIBI SI3LIKOBOTO 3HAYEHHUSI, KPOME TOro (haKTa, YTO OHO MOJYECPKUBACT
a0CTpaKTHBIN, OTBJICYEHHBIN XapakTep ATOr0 MOCJIEAHETO B OTJIUYUE OT UYyBCT-
BEHHBIX 00Pa30B, TO €CTh BOCIPUSITHI U MPEACTABICHHIA.

N3 ckazaHHOrO OTHIOABL HE CIIENYET JI€JIaTh BBIBOJ, UTO Mbl OTPUIIAEM BCS-
KYIO CBSI3b SI3BIKOBOI'O 3HAUCHMS C MOHATHEM. be3yClIOBHO, 3HAYEHHE B SI3BIKE
TECHEUIIMM 00pa3oM CBSI3aHHO C MBICIUTENBHON KaTEropueu MOHSITHSI, TOUHO
TakK e, KaK s3bIK BOOOIIE CaMbIM TECHBIM OOpa30M CBSI3aH C MBIIIUICHUEM, C
CO3HAHUEM 4YEJIOBEKA. BeCrone3Ho MbITaThbCsd OMPEACTUTD S3bIK YEPE3 MBIIIIE-
HUE, a 3HaYCHUE eANHUI] SI3bIKa — Yepe3 MOHSITHE; CKOpee Ha000POT, MBI TIPUIEM
K TMOHSTHUIO MPUPOJIbI MBIIUIEHUS] U, B YACTHOCTH, KATETOPUU MOHSATHUS TOJIBKO
IIOCJIE TOr0, KaK CMOYKEM IO3HATh IIPUPOAY SA3BIKA U SI3bIKOBOI'O 3HAUYCHUS.

[Ipexne yem nepenTr K M3y4eHUI0 MOHUMAHUS NPUPOJIbl 3HAUYCHUS B S3BIKE,
CYMMHPYEM BKpPATIIe OCHOBHBIE UCXOIHBIEC TIOJIOKEHUSI, HA KOTOPBIX Oa3upyeTcs
IMIOHUMAHHUE ITOM KaTETOPUHU.

1) SI3BIK ecTh 3HaKOBasi CUCTEMa 0COOOTrO pojia, Hanbosee CI0XKHAS U Hau-
0oJjiee yHUBEpCallbHAs U3 BCEX CYIIECTBYIOMIMX B YEJIOBEUECKOM OOLIECTBE 3Ha-
KOBbIX crcTeM. OCHOBHOUM (yHKIIMEH s3bIKa, KaK U JIIOOOW 3HAKOBOW CHCTEMBI,
OMPENIEIAIONICH ero XapakTep 1 NpUpoay, ABISICTCS (QYHKIUS OOIICHUSI.

2) S3bIK CyIIECTBYET B PE€YH, B PEUEBBIX MPOU3BEACHUSAX, CO3/IaBAEMbIX B
MPOLIECCE PEUEBOM KOMMYHUKAUMHU. Peub HE CBOIUTCS K A3BIKY; OJTHAKO SI3BIK
SBJIIETCSI OCHOBHBIM U Ba)KHEUIITUM KOMIIOHEHTOM JIF0OOTO PEYeBOTO MPOU3Be-
JIEHUSI, TEM «MATEPUAIIOM», U3 KOTOPOTO OH CTPOUTCS.

3) Enunuiml s3bIKa, KaKk U JIIOOOW PYroil 3HAKOBBIM CHUCTEMBI, SIBISIOTCS
JIBYCTOPOHHUMHU OOpa30BaHUSAMH: B HUX Pa3IMYAOTCA IUIAH BBIPAXKEHUS WU
3ByKOBasi (hopma  IUTaH cojiepkaHus win 3HadeHue. O0e 3Tu CTOPOHBI S3bIKA
B3aMMOCBSI3aHbl U TPEANOJIaralT IpyT Apyra, u00o HET (GopMbl, HE UMEIOIICH
3HAYEHUS, U HET 3HAYCHUS, HE BBIPAKAEMOTO Yepe3 KaKyro-1160 hopmy.

4) 3HaueHHUs S3BIKOBBIX €AMHUII, TaKKe KaKk W UX (popManbHas CTOpOHA,
CYILIECTBYIOT B PE€UYH, B PEUEBBIX MPOU3BEICHUIX (TEKCTaX).

Ecnu moHuMaTh 3HaY€HHE KaK HEKYIO CYIIHOCTb, TO HEJIb3sl HE MPU3HATH,
YTO HUKAKOW TaKOW CYIIHOCTH B peur 0OHApYKUTh HeNb3s. Ho Bce neno B ToMm,
YTO 3HAYEHHUE — BOBCE HE CYIIHOCTh, & OTHOLICHUE. B 3TOM JIEKUT U KIIIOY K T1O-
HUMaHUIO MPUPOJIbI 3HAYEHUS B S3bIKE M MHUPE, B JIFO00I 3HAKOBOM CHCTEME.

Jlekuma 2. A3bIkoBble 3HAYEHUA U UX Nepeaaya B nepesoe

J1st TOro 4TOOBI OHSATH, YTO TAKOE 3HAYEHHUE, HY)KHO TPUTIOMHUTD, MPEXKIE
BCEro, KakoBa mpupojia 3Haka. JIroOol 3HaK SBJISIETCS 3HAKOM JIUIIL OJiarogaps
TOMY, YTO OH YTO-TO 00O3HAYaeT, UHBIMU CJIOBaMH, OTHOCUTCS K 4eMY-TO, Jie-
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JKaleMy BHE 3Haka. FIMEHHO B ATOM M 3aKJI0YaeTCsl MPUpOa 3HaKa: BHE ITOTO
OTHOIICHUS 3HAK YK€ MepecTaeT ObITh 3HAKOM, MO0 BCSAKHI 3HAK €CTh 3HAK Ye-
ro-To, TO €CTh TO WJIM MHOE MaTepuaibHOEe oOpa3oBaHue (HANpUMEp, CBETOBOM
curHan win ¢urypa, n3o0pakeHHas Ha Oymare, WiM 3BYyK pedH) IpHOOpeTaer
(GYHKIIMIO 3HAKa JIMIIb B TOM CIIy4ae, €CJIM OHO OTHOCUTCS K YeMY-TO MHOMY,
JeXalieMy BHE €ro camoro.

CkazaB, 4TO 3HaUCHHE 3HaKa (B TOM YMCIIE U S3BIKOBOTO 3HaKa, B YaCTHOCTH,
CJIOBA) €CTh €ro OTHOIICHUE K YeMY-TTH00, JIe)KaIIeMy BHE caMoro 3Haka, HeoO-
XOJIUMO CJIeJIaTh CJICAYIOIIMM I1ar, a UMEHHO, YTOUYHUTh, K YEMY MUMEHHO 3HAK
OTHOCHTCSI, TO €CTh ONPEAENINTh, KAKOE OTHOIIEHUE WM KaKUE OTHOLIEHUS Me-
XKy 3HAKaMHU M 4YE€M-TO JIPYTHM SIBJISIETCS 3HAUCHUEM (3HAYCHUSMH) JTaHHOTO
3HaKa.

B coBpeMeHHOM ceMaHTHKe NPUHSATO TOBOPUThH O TPEX OCHOBHBIX THUIIAX OT-
HOIIEHUH, B KOTOPbIE BXOAUT 3HAK — U, COOTBETCTBEHHO, O TPEX OCHOBHBIX TH-
Max 3HAYEHUM:

1. Tlpexxne Bcero, 3T0 OTHOIIIEHUWE MEXKIY 3HAKAMHU U MPEAMETOM, 0003Ha-
YaeMbIM JTaHHBIM MPeaMETOM. Tak, CI0BO «CTOJI» OTHOCUTCS K OINpPEeICHHOMY
npeaMery mMebenu; CIIOBO «co0akay — K KUBOTHOMY OMPENEJICHHOTO BHIA... .
3HaK MOXET OTHOCHUThCS K JEHUCTBUSIM U TpolieccaM (XOAUTh, TOBOPHUTh...), K
KauecTBaM (OOJIBIIION, JJIMHHBIN), M K OTBJICYCHHBIM IOHATUSIM (TMPUYUHA,
CBSI3b, 3aKOH) U K II€JIBIM CUTYyallUsIM, CJI0KHBIM KOMILIEKCaM MPEJAMETOB, SIBJIC-
HUM Y OTHOLLIECHUN PEANbHOM JEWCTBUTENBHOCTH. lIpeamMersl, mpoueccol, kaye-
CTBa, SIBJICHUS PEeAIbHOM JEeHCTBUTEIBLHOCTH, 0003HAYaeMbI€ 3HAKAMU, IIPUHSITO
Ha3bIBaTh pepepeHTaMu 3HAKOB, a OTHOIICHHE MEXYy 3HAKOM U ero pedepeH-
TOM — pedepeHIIMaIbHBIM 3HAaUCHUEM 3HaKA.

[Tpu sTOM HEOOXOAMMO cleNaTh OJHY BEChbMa BaXKHYIO OTOBOPKY: pedepeH-
TOM 3HaKa SIBJISIETCS HE OTACIbHBIN, MHANBUYATbHbIN, €AUHBIN NpPEeIMET, MPo-
LEeCC U T.J., HO LIEJI0€ MHOKECTBO, LIEJIbIN KJIACC OJIHOPOJHBIX MPEAMETOB, MPO-
LIECCOB, SIBICHUIL... . Tak, ped)epeHTOM CJI0Ba «CTOJI» SIBJISETCS HE OAUH KaKOM-
7100 WHAUBUAYAJIbHBIM CTOJ, HO BCE MHOXKECTBO MPEAMETOB C MPU3HAKAMH,
JAIOIIMMHU BO3MOXKHOCTh OOBEAUHUTH UX, HECMOTPS Ha CYIIECTBYIOIIUE Pa3iiu-
4usi, B OHOM KJIACCE «CTOJIOBY.

2. PedepenuunanbHoe 3HaYeHUE 3HaKa, Oy/y4d BeCbMa BaKHOW €ro Xapak-
TEPUCTUKOM, OTHIO/Ib HE UCUEPIILIBAET COOOM BCEX TE€X OTHOIICHHM, B KOTOPHIE
BXOJUT 3HAK. BTOPBIM THUIIOM TakUX OTHOIIECHUU SIBJSIETCS OTHOILICHHUE MEXKITY
3HAKOM M YE€JIOBEKOM, MOJIb3YIOIIMMCS JaHHBIM 3HAKOM. JIr01H, NCIIONB3YIOIIHE
3HaKW, B TOM YHCJI€ 3HAKH S3bIKA, OTHIOJIb HE O€3pa3IMuHbl K HUM — OHM BKJIa-
JIBIBAIOT B HUX CBOE€ COOCTBEHHOE CyOBEKTUBHOE OTHOIICHUE K IAHHBIM 3HAKaM,
a yepe3 HUX — U K caMuM pedepeHTaM, 0003HauYaeMbIM JaHHBIMU 3HaKamu. Tak,
pYCCKHE CJI0Ba TOJI0Ba M Oalka, yKpacTb — MOXUTHTh, T1a3a — 04l 0003HAYAIOT,
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COOTBETCTBEHHO, OJTHUA U T€ K€ pePepeHThI, HO OTIUYAIOTCS 10 TEM CyObEKTUB-
HBIM OTHOLLIEHUSAM, KOTOPBIE CYLIECTBYIOT MEX/y 3TUMH A3bIKOBBIMU 3HAKaMH U
JIFOAbMU, UCTIOJIB3YIOILIMMHU 3TH 3HAKH, U KOTOPBIE Yepe3 3HAKU NEPEHOCATCS HA
camu pedepeHThl, UMM 00O3Ha4YaeMble. ITH CYOBCKTHBHBIC (IMOIIMOHAIBHBIC,
AKCHPECCUBHBIC, CTUJIMCTUUECKUE) OTHOIICHUSI HA3bIBAIOTCS MPAarMaTH4YeCKUMHU
OTHOLIEHUSIMUA; COOTBETCTBEHHO 3TOT THUIl OTHOLICHWM HA3bIBAC€TCS IparMaTH-
YECKUMH 3HAUYCHUSIMU 3HAKOB.

3. JIro60ii 3HaK, B TOM YHCIIE U SI3BIKOBOM, CYIIECTBYET HE B U3OJISIIINH, a KaK
COCTaBHasl 4YacCTh OMNpEJIeICHHON 3HaKOBOM CUCTEMBI. B cuiy 3Toro yro0oil 3Hak
HAXOJIUTCS B CIIOKHBIX M1 MHOTOOOPA3HBIX OTHONIICHHSX C IPYTUMHU 3HAKAMU TOU
)K€ CaMOM 3HAKOBOM CHUCTEMBbI. Tak, pyCCKOE CIOBO «CTOJD» HAXOAUTCS B OIpE-
JICJICHHBIX OTHOLIEHUSX WHOIO THUIMA CO CJIOBAMH JEPEBSIHHBIA, KPYIJIbIM, Ha-
KpbIBaTh, B OTHOILIEHUSAX TPETHErO THUIA CO CJIOBAMU CTOJIOBas, 3aCTOJIbHBIN; B
OTHOILIEHHSIX YETBEPTOrO TUIA CO CJIOBaMH KOJ, OJI, CTOJ, CTOH, CTaH... . OT-
HOLLIEHUS MEXKY 3HAKOM U APYTMMH 3HAKaMH TOW K€ CaMOW 3HAKOBOW CUCTEMBI
HAa3bIBAIOTCSI BHYTPWIMHIBUCTUYECKMMH, & 3HAYEHUS — BHYTPWIMHIBUCTHYE-
CKMMH 3HAYCHUSIMU SI3bIKOBBIX 3HAKOB.

OTH TpU TUNA 3HAYEHUU HAXOMSTCS B HEPA3PHIBHOM CBS3M, TAK KAK OHU SIB-
JIAOTCS KOMIIOHEHTAMU CEMAHTUYECKOW CTPYKTYPBbl OJHOM U TOM K€ €IUHULIbI
(3Haka). [IparmMarryeckoe 3HaYE€HUE 3HAKa HEMOCPEICTBEHHO CBSI3aHO C €ro pe-
dbepeHIMAIbHBIM 3HAY€HHEM. BHYTPUIMHTBUCTHYECKOE U pedepeHInaIbHOe
3HAYEHUS TECHEUIITUM 00pa30oM CBS3aHbI MEXKIY COOOM.

[l Teopuu niepeBoia NEPBOCTENEHHOE 3HAYEHUE UMEET BOIPOC: 3AKIIF0YA-
eTCs JIK 3aj]a4a NIEPeBOIYMKA B TIEpeiaue TOIBKO pedepeHIIMaTbHBIX 3HAYCHH,
BBIP@XKEHHBIX B TeKkcTe Ha WS, uim ke B ero 3ajady BXOAUT TaKXKe Mepeaaya u
JPYTUX TUIIOB 3HAYEHUM, TO €CTh PArMaTUYECKUX U BHY TPUIMHTBUCTUYECKHUX ?

3agauell mepeBOJUMKA SBJISECTCS MO BO3MOKHOCTH TOJIHAsI Iepeada BCex
TUIIOB SI3BIKOBBIX 3HAYEHUM, M, BO-BTOPBIX, TIPH MEPEBOIC HEN30EKHBI CMBICIIO-
BbIE€ TIOTEPH, TO €CTh 3HAYEHHUE, BBIPAXKEHHOE B TeKcTe Ha WS, B TekCcTE nepeBo-
Jla COXPAHSETCS HE MOJHOCTBHIO U IIEPEIaeTCs JUILIb YaCTUYHO.

[Ipu 3TOM CTENEHb «COXPAHHOCTW) 3HAYECHUHU B MPOLIECCE MEPEBOAA OKA3bI-
BaeTCs HEOJIMHAKOBOM B 3aBHCHMOCTH OT CaMOro TUMa 3Ha4yeHus. B HamOomb-
el CTEeTEHU MPU NEPEBOC COXpaHsIOTCs pedepeHnalibHbie 3HaueHus. B cuc-
TEME 3TUX 3HAYCHUU SI3bIKOBBIX €IMHUIL 3aII€YATIIEH BECh MPAKTHYECKUN OIIBIT
KOJUIEKTUBA, TOBOPSIIETO HA JTAHHOM SA3BIKE, a IIOCJIE cama peajbHas JICHUCTBU-
TEJIBHOCTh, OKPYJKAIOLIasi Pa3HbIE€ SA3BIKOBBIE KOJUICKTHUBBI, B HECPABHEHHO
OOJIbIIIEH CTETIEHU COBMAJAET, HEXKEIN PACXOAUTCS, TOCKOIbKY pedepeHIraib-
HbIC 3HAYCHUS, BEIpa)KaeMbI€ B Pa3HBIX S3bIKAaX, COBMAJAIOT B OOJIbIIIEH CTere-
HU, YEM OHM PACXOJISTCA.

18



B MeHbIIEH cTENEHU MOAAAIOTCs Mepefaye Mpyu NEPEBOAE 3HAUEHUS IIpar-
Marudeckue. Jleno B TOM, 4TO XOTS CAMU ONMCHIBAEMBIC MPEIMETHI, IOHATHS U
CUTYALIMM ISl HOCUTEJIEH pa3HbIX SI3bIKOB B MOAABIISIIOIIEM OOJBIIMHCTBE OIU-
HAaKOBbI, OTHOILLICHUE PA3HBIX YEJIIOBEYECKUX KOJUJIEKTMBOB K JIAHHBIM IIpEIMeE-
TaM, MOHSTUSM W CUTyalUsIM MOXET OBbITh Pa3IMYHBIM, @ TEM CaMbiM OyIyT
pa3nuyaThCs U NPAKTUYECKUE 3HAYCHHUS COOTBETCTBYIOIIMX 3HAKOB B PA3HBIX
a3pIkax. [loaToMy «COXpaHsSEeMOCTh» MparMaTUYeCKUX 3HAYECHHW B IIpOLECCE
MEePEeBO/Ia OKA3bIBACTCSI MEHBIIICH, YEM 3HAYEHUHN peepeHIIMATbHBIX.

BHYTpUIMHIBUCTHYECKHE 3HAYECHUS B CUIIYy CaMOW CBOEU CYIIHOCTH IIOJ-
JIA0TCs Mepeiade Ipu NepeBojie B MUHUMaIbHOU creneHu. OHU BooOIIe HE Co-
XPaHSIOTCS B MPOLECCE MEPEBOJIA; NIPU MEPEBOJAE MPOUCXOJUT 3aMEHA OJIHOTO
s3pIKa Ha JPYTOW, a KaKIbIM MpEJCTaBiIseT co00i CBOCOOpa3HYIO CHUCTEMY,
AJIEMEHTHI KOTOPOU HAXOAATCS JAPYT C APYrOM B OTHOIICHUSX, CTICIIU(DUUESCKUX
VMEHHO U1l JAHHOU SI3bIKOBOW CHCTEMBI.

N3 cka3aHHOrO BBITEKAET, YTO MPHU MEPEBOJE COXPAHSAIOTCS, IPEXKIE BCETO,
3HaueHus pedepeHImaabHbie, B MEHBIIICH CTENEHU — 3HAYCHUS ITParMaTHuecKue
Y TOJHOCTHIO HMCYE3AI0T 3HAYECHUS BHYTPUIMHIBUCTUYECKUE, BBIPAKEHHBIE B
HCXOJHOM TEKCTE.

BriBoabI

CrnenoBaTenbHO, JaTh OOIIYIO CXeMY MOPsIKa 0YepeTHOCTH 3HAYECHUH, TTPH-
TOJIHYIO JIUISI TEKCTOB JIFOOOTO THIIA M YKaHPa, TPUHITUITHAIHHO HEBO3MOXHO — B
KQKJIOM KOHKPETHOM CJIy4ae MEePEeBOJYMK JIOJDKEH PEellaTh, KAKUM 3HAUYCHUSM
HEO0OXOJMMO OTAATh MPEUMYIIECTBO MPHU Iepeaade, a KaKUMU MOXKHO TTOXKEpT-
BOBaTh, C T€M, YTOOBI CBECTH JO MHUHHMyMa NoTepu uHpOpmaiuu, Hanbosee
CYLIECTBEHHOH /ISl JAHHOTO TEKCTA.

Bonpocs! 1151 KOHTpOJIsA

1. Yro mpeacTasiusier co0oil mpoliecc neperoaa?

2. Kakoe onpenenenue 3Hauenus gaet A.M. CMUpHULIKANA?

3. HazoBute damunum s3p1koBe1oB XIX—XX BB.

4. Yto Takoe sI3bIK?

5.4ro numer I'.B. KonmaHckuii B IMHIBUCTUYECKON JIUTEpAType O 3HAYE-
HUM cjioBa?

6. Uto npeacTaBisitoT COO0M €IMHUIIbI S3bIKA?

7. Kakue TuIbl 3Ha4€HUI BaM U3BECTHBI? PacCKaxkuTe O HUX.

8. KakoBa ocHOBHas 3a7ja4a nepeBoaunKa’?
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Pasaen lil. TUNbl FPAMMATUYECKUX TPAHC®OPMALIUA

Tema 3. TPAMMATUYECKWE TPAHCO®OPMALIUA
[MPW NEPEBOMOE

Beepenue

Jlekums 1. Bupgpl TpaHcopmanmm npu nepeeoge

JNlekumsa 2. Mopdonoruueckue TpaHcdopmauun. Cnocobbl nepenaun on-
peneneéHHocTH /HeonpeneneHHOCTU C NOMOLLLbIO apPTUKAIA

Jlekuusa 3. HecooTBeTcTBHUE KaTeropuu Yucsia npy nepeeoge

Jlekums 4. pammaTryeckum pof 1 ero oTpakeHue B nepesoje

Jlekuusa 5. 3amMeHa yacTel peuu B NpoLecce nepesoa

JNlekums 6. CnoBoobpasosartesibHble TpaHcopMaLMu

Jlekumsa 7. CuHTaKkcHuyeckue TpaHcopMaumu

Jlekuusa 8. U3meHeHWe cocTaBa YNEHOB NpeaoXeHHs

Jlekums 9. 3ameHa npocToro NpeasioXKeHUsS CNOXKHbIM

Jlekums 10. 3aMeHa CNOXKHOro NPeanoXXeHUss NPOCTbIM

Jlekumna 11. YneHeHne npepnoXxxeHus

JNlekums 12. O6beauHeHUe Npeao>KeHum

Jlekums 13. 3aMeHa ABYCOCTABHOIO NPeaIOXKEHUS OJHOCOCTaBHbIM

Jlekuusa 14. 3ameHa TMNa CUHTAKCUYECKOM CBSA3M

Jlekums 15. U3ameHeHHWe aKkTyanbHOro uneHeHus npepnoxenus (AUll) npu
nepesope

BbiBoapl

Bonpocbl gnst koHTpons

BeBeneHue

IIpu mepeBoie TEKCTOB C AHIVIMMCKOTO sI3bIKa HA PYCCKUH IEPEBOIUYUK
OCYULIECTBIISIET TPaHC(HOPMALIMK Pa3IMYHbIX TUIIOB. boJblioe 3HaUEHUE NpH TIe-
peBOJie UMEIOT IPAMMATHYECKUE TpaHCPOpMALMU. JTO NEPECTAHOBKH, 3aMEHBI,
OIyLIEHUSI OTIEIBHBIX CIOB WK ()pa3 U T.A. 3aMEHbl MOT'YT KacaTbCsl KaK yac-
Tel peuu, Tak U npeiokeHnid. Hanpumep, oJiHa 4acTh peun MOKET 3aMEHAThCS
npyroii. IIpocroe npeayioxkeHne MOXKET 3aMEHITHCS CII0KHBIM U HAa000poT. Bee
3TH BUBI TpaHC(HOPMALIUN CIIOCOOCTBYIOT CO3/IaHUIO TEKCTA HA PYCCKOM SI3bIKE,
aJICKBaTHOT'O 10 COJEPKAHUIO TEKCTY OPUTHHAJIA HA AHTJIMKCKOM SI3BIKE.

B naHHBIX JEKIUSAX paccMaTpUBAIOTCS IpaMMaTHYecKue TpaHchopmaiuu,
BBIIIOJIHAEMbIE B MPOLECCE EPEBOJIA XYy I0KECTBEHHOM uTepatypbl. Conepkar-

20



CSl HE TOJIBKO TEOPETUYECKUE MATEPUAIIBI, HO U MPUMEPHI ISl WILTIOCTPALIMI HA
AHTJIMHACKOM M PYCCKOM $SI3bIKaX. DTO OTPBIBKU U3 IPOU3BEICHUN TaAKUX U3BECT-
HbIX aBTOpOB Kak Xapnep JIu, Comepcer Moam, [Ixopmx bepnapa Loy u npy-
rux. Jlaercs ux mepeBoji, BHIMOJIHEHHBIM U3BECTHBIMU NepeBogunkamu: E. Ka-
namrHukoBoi, T. lenkunon-Kynepuuk, T. O3epckoit, B. Muzenkoi n npyrumu
crielMagucTamMu B obsactu nepeBoja. [Ipeacrasnen ananu3 Hanbosee HHTEpec-
HBIX SIBJICHUU.

Jlekuma 1. Buabl TpaHcdopmaumm npu nepesoae

B mporecce nmepeBosa B ayTeHTUYHBIN MCTOYHUK HEOOXOAMMO BHECTH OII-
peneneHHble n3MeHeHus. [lepeBogunk paboTaeT ¢ pa3IMYHBIMU BHJIAMHU TEK-
CTOB: HAyYHO-TEXHUUYECKOU JIUTEPATYpOU, MyOIUIIMCTUKON U XYJI0)KECTBEHHOM
nutepatypoir. CornacHo aanHomy KomuccapoBsim B.H. omnpenenenuto, Xyno-
JKECTBEHHBIM IIEPEBOJOM HMEHYETCsS BHUJ INEPEBONYECKON NEATEIBHOCTH, OC-
HOBHAsl 3aJja4a KOTOPOro 3aKJIF04aeTcsl B NopoxaeHuu Ha [15 peueBoro nmpowus-
BEJICHUS, CIOCOOHOTO OKa3bIBATh XYJ10’KECTBEHHO-3CTETUYECKOIO BO3/IEUCTBHE.

B cBsi3u ¢ 3TUM HEKOTOpBIE JINTEPATYPHBIE KPUTUKH HACTAUBAIOT HA TOM,
YTO XYI0KECTBEHHBIN NIEPEBOJ — 3TO HCKYCCTBO, KOTOPOE IO/ CHIIY TOJIBKO XY-
JIO’KHUKaM CJIOBa, ONMUPAIOIIMMCS TIPU MEPEBO/IE TJIaBHBIM 00pa30M Ha ACTETH-
YECKHE KPUTEPHUHU.

N3 Bcero BBIMIEU3TI0KEHHOTO SICHO, YTO XYJIOKECTBEHHBIN MEPEBOJ B PaB-
HOM cTeneHu (PaKkT U A3bIKOBOM, M JIUTEPATYPHBIN; UIsl HEro (TaKoro NmepeBojia)
TUNHWYHBl OTKJIOHEHUS OT MAaKCHUMaJbHO BO3MO>XHOW CMBICIIOBOM TOYHOCTU C
1eNnblo o0ecreueHus 0obIIEeH XyJ0)KECTBEHHOCTH TEKCTA MEPEBOAA.

[IpoGiiema 3akmrouaercst B TOM, 4TO B OosibMHCTBE ciiydaeB WS u [14 oka-
3BIBAIOTCS 3HAYMTEIBHO PA3JMYHBIMU IO BHYTpEeHHEM CTpykType. HecoBnane-
HUS B CTPOE JABYX SI3bIKOB HEU3MEHHO BBI3BIBAIOT HEOOXOJIMMOCTh B rpaMMaTH-
YeCKUX TpaHcPopManusx. DTH HECOBMACHUS OBIBAIOT JIMOO TOJIHBIMH, JIHOO
yacTuuHbIMU. [TosiHOE HecoBmazeHue HAOII0AaeTCs B TEX Clydasx, KOrja B pyc-
CKOM SI3bIKE€ OTCYTCTBYET IpamMmaTHuecKasi opMa, KOTopasi €CTb B aHIJIMKCKOM
A3bIKE. B HEKOTOPBIX CiyyasX rpaMMaTHYECKasi KATEropusi OJHOTO SI3bIKA SIBJIS-
eTcsi 0oJjiee IMPOKOM, YeM rpamMmMmaTuyeckas Kareropus npyroro. Cienyer Bbl-
JIEJIUTh TaKKe CIIy4yad YaCTUYHOIO COBHAAEHUS, KOT/Ia JaHHAas IpaMMaTHyecKas
KaTeropusi CyImecTByeT B 000MX SI3bIKax, HO COBMAAAET HE BO BCEX CBOMX (op-
Max.

JlocTrKeHue MepeBOYECKON SKBUBAJICHTHOCTH ("aJeKBaTHOCTU MEPEBO-
na'"), BOMPEKH PacXOoxkACHUSIM B (DOPMAIbHBIX CEMAaHTUYECKUX CHCTEMAaX JIBYX
S3BIKOB, TPeOyeT OT MEPEeBOYMKA, MPEXKIE BCETO, YMEHHS MPOU3BECTH MHOTO-
YHCJICHHbIE M KAYECTBEHHO PAa3HOOOpa3HbIe MEXbS3bIKOBbIE TPEOOPAZOBAHUS —
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TaK Ha3bIBa€MbI€ MEPEBOUECKUE TPAHCPOPMALIMU — C TEM, YTOOBI TEKCT Iepe-
BOJIa C MAKCUMAJIbHO BO3MOYKHOW IMOJIHOTOM MepeaBall BClo MH(pOpMalnio, 3a-
KJIFOUEHHYIO B HCXOJIHOM TEKCTE, IPU CTPOTroM cobtoienuu Hopm 1151

Opnnako TepmuH "mpeoOpa3zoBaHue’ HENb3sl MOHUMATh OyKBAJIbHO — CaM HC-
XOJIHBIM TEKCT WJIM TEKCT OpUTHHAJa He Mpeol0pa3yeTcs, B TOM CMbICIE, YTO OH
HE U3MEHSETCs caM 1o ce0e. DTOT TEeKCT, KOHEYHO, CaM OCTAE€TCsS HEM3MEHHbIM,
HO HapsiAy C HUM U Ha OCHOBE €0 CO3/IaeTCs IPYrod TEKCT Ha MHOM f3BIKE, KO-
TOpBIA MBI Ha3zbiBaeM 'mepeBogoM’. Takum 0Opa3om, MepeBo] MOKHO CUHUTATh
OIpPEJEIICHHBIM BUJIOM MPe0oOpa3oBaHusl, a UMEHHO, MEXbI3bIKOBOI TpaHchop-
MaIUEN.

Hcxons n3 onpeneneHus "rpaMMaTvka'', Mbl ONIPEAEIISIEM BHIBI TPAMMATH-
yeckux TpaHcpopmaiuil. Tak kak OCHOBHBIMU pa3zieslaMi T'paMMaTHKHU SIBJISIOT-
Csl CUHTaKcUc, MOp(oJIorus u ca10BooOpa3oBaHUE, TO Mbl BIIEISIEM:

® CHHTAKCHUYECKHE TpaHCPOpMalIUH,

e Mopdororuueckue TpaHchopmanuu,

e cJ0BOOOpa3oBaTeNbHbIC TPAaHCPOPMAIIH.

B nensix yno0cTBa onucanus Bce BUJIbI MpeoOpa3oBaHuil uiu TpaHchopma-
LM OCYIIECTBISEMBIX B IPOLIECCE MTEPEBOAA MOKHO CBECTU K YETBIPEM 3JIEMEH-
TapHbBIM THUIIaM, & UMEHHO:

1. IlepecTaHOBKH — 3TO U3MEHEHHE PACIIOJIOKEHUS A3BIKOBBIX FJIEMEHTOB B
TEKCTE MEPEBOJA M0 CPABHEHUIO C TEKCTOM IOJIMHHUKA. DJIEMEHTaMHU, MOTY-
IIMMU [TOJIBEPraThCs MEPECTAHOBKE, SIBISIIOTCA OOBIYHO CJIOBA, CIOBOCOYETAHUS,
YaCTH CJIOKHOTO MPEIIOKEHUS U CAMOCTOATENIbHBIEC MPEIJIOKEHUS B CTPOE TEK-
cTa.

2. 3ameHbl — HanboJIee PACIPOCTPAHEHHBI U MHOTOOOPA3HBIN BU/I MIEPEBO/I-
yeckoil Tpanchopmanmu. B mporecce mepeBosia 3aMeHE MOTYT IMOJBEPTaThCs
KaK rpaMMaTU4YECKUE €IUHUILIbI, TaK U JIEKCUYECKHUE, B CBSI3U C YEM MOKHO TrO-
BOPUTH O IPAMMATUYECKUX U JIEKCUYECKHUX 3amMeHax. K rpaMMaTuyeckum xe oT-
HOCSITCS CJIEIYIOIINE THUIIbI:

a) 3amMeHa (opM CJIOBa;

0) 3aMeHa yacTeu peuu;

B) 3aM€Ha WICHOB MPEIIOKEHUS (IEPECTPOilKa CHHTAKCUYECKON CTPYKTYPBI
MIPEITIOKEHHUS );

I') CHHTAaKCUYECKHUE 3aMEHBI B CIIOKHOM MPEJI0KEHUU:

— 3aM€Ha IPOCTOr0 MPEIIOKEHUS CIOKHBIM;

— 3aM€Ha CJI0KHOTO IIPEII0KEHHSI IPOCTHIM;

— 3aM€Ha IPUAATOYHOTrO MPEIJI0KEHUS [T1aBHBIM;

— 3aM€Ha [NIABHOTO MPEJJI0KEHUS TPUAATOUYHBIM;

— 3aM€Ha NOJYUHEHUSI COUMHEHNEM;

— 3aM€Ha COYMHEHMS IOJUMHEHUEM;
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— 3aM€Ha COIO3HOI0 THUIIA CBSI3U OECCOIO3HBIM;

— 3aMeHa 0€CCOI03HOr0 TUIIA CBS3U COIO3HBIM.

3. JoGaBjeHus1 — 3TOT TUI NEPEBOJYECKOM TpaHcPopMaluMyd OCHOBAH Ha
BOCCTAHOBIICHUM TMpHU I[epeBojie onymeHHsix B WA "ymecTHbix cioB"
(appropriate words).

4. Onyuienune — siBJICHNUE, IPSIMO TPOTUBOIOJIOKHOE AoOaBneHuto. [Ipu me-
pPEBOJIE OIYLIEHUIO MOJBEPratOTCs Yalle BCETO CJIOBA, SIBJISIOLIUMECS CEMaHTHYe-
CKU U30BITOYHBIMH, TO €CTh BBIPKAIOIINE 3HAYCHUSI, KOTOPHIE MOTYT OBITh U3-
BJICYEHBI U3 TeKCTa U 0e3 ux nomoinu. Kak cucrema si3pika B 11€7I0M, TaK U KOH-
KpETHBIE peueBble MPOU3BEACHUS O0Jaal0T, KaK M3BECTHO, BECbMa OOJIBIION
CTENEHbI0 M30BITOYHOCTH, YTO JAET BO3MOXKHOCTh IMPOU3BOJMUTH T€ WJIU WHBIE
OIlyLIEHUS B IIpOLIECcCEe MEPEBOAA.

Jlekuua 2. Mopdonorndeckune TpaHcgopmauuu

B pesynbTare pacxoxaeHus MOpPOIOrnIecKoro CTposi aHIJIMHCKOTO U pyc-
CKOT'O SI3bIKOB II€pe]] IEPEBOAUYNKOM BO3HUKAIOT OOBEKTUBHBIE TPYIHOCTH, Ipe-
OJI0JIEHUE KOTOPBIX MOPOW OCYLIECTBIIAETCS IMyTeM MOP(OIOrHYEeCKUX TpaHC-
(dopmanuii. Mopdosornyeckue TpaHcopManuy BKIOYAOT B ¢€0s1 3aMEHy 4Jac-
Tell peur, 0COOEHHOCTH Iepeiayu MpU MEepPeBOJe 3HAUECHUs apTHKIIsL, BUIOBpPE-
MEHHBIX KaTeropuii, Mop(oJoru4ecKkux KaTeropui yucia u pojaa u ap. Ha He-
KOTOPBIX BUAaX MOP(OJIOrHYeCcKUX TpaHCc(hOopMaluil Mbl OCTAHOBUMCSI I1OIPO0-
HEe.

Cnoco0bI nepeavu onpeaesieHHOCTH/HeONpPeaeJIeHHOCTH
C MOMOIIbIO APTUKJIS

B anrnumiickoMm si3pIke ONpeIeICHHOCTh/HEONPEETICHHOCTh 3HaYEHUs Cylle-
CTBUTEIBHOIO ONPEIEISIETCS apTUKIEM. B pycCKOM sI3bIKe apTUKIISA HET, U Ha-
JUYKE Tepel] CYUIECTBUTEIbHBIM yKa3aTellsd e€ro ONpe/ejeHHOCTH / Heompeie-
JIEHHOCTU HE00s13aTeNIbHO: MO-PYCCKH MOXKHO CKa3aTh HE TOJbKO "Jlail MHE 3Ty
kHUTY" nau "Jlail MHe Kakyro-HUOYIb KHUTY'", HO U mpocTto "Jlail MHe KHuUTY",
HE YTOYHSISI CIIOBECHO, UJIET JIM Pe4b O KaKOH-JINOO OIMpeneIeHHON, KOHKPETHON
KHHUI€ WK K€ O KHUTE BOOOIE, 0 0001l kHure. B aHrmMiCKOM SI3bIKE Takoe
YTOYHEHHUE MPHU CYIIECTBUTEIBHOM O00A3aTENbHO: MOXHO CKa3zarh Jmbo "Give
me a book", mubo "Give me the book"; Tak uto pycckoe "Jlait MHe KHUTY"
MO>XHO Ha aHIJIMICKUN S3bIK MEPEBECTH JMIIb C YYETOM IIMPOKOIO KOHTEKCTa
WJIU HEA3BIKOBOW CUTYaLIMH.

[TosToMy 1IpM mEepeBOE C AHITIMHCKOTO S3bIKA HA PYCCKHM 'CIIEYET IOM-
HUTH O HEOOXOJUMOCTH TEepeIaBaTh B HEKOTOPBIX CIIy4asiX 3HaY€HUE apTUKIIEH,
KOI'/Ia MEpPEBOJUYMK YIYCKAaeT M3 BUAY ATy HEOOXOAMMOCTb, CTPaJaeT CMBICI
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pycckoro mpemioxenus” [15, c¢. 15]. 3HadueHue apTUKIE B MOJABISIONIEM
OOJBIIMHCTBE CIIy4aeB MEPeaeTcs JEKCUYECKUMH CPEACTBAMU, HHOTAA TOPS-
KOM CJIOB; TIPY 9TOM HCITOJIB3YIOTCS CJICIYIOIINE CIIOCOOBI TpaHChopMaluu: 3a-
MeHa U jo00aBieHue (OTCYTCTBHE KaTErOpUU apTHKIIS BBI3BIBAET B PYCCKOM Iie-
pEeBOJIe 3aMEILICHUE €ro JPYrod JISKCUYECKOW eIWHUIICH, YTO 00yClaBIMBaET
no0aBlieHHE), OMYIIEHUE (€CIM apTUKIIb HE HECET OMpPEICNIEHHYIO CMBICIOBYIO
Harpy3Ky, €ro MO>KHO MPHU NEPEBO/JIE OMYCTUTh).

HeonpeneneHHblii apTHKJb, B OCHOBHOM, BBITIOJHSCT KIACCH(PHUIIUPYIO-
11y (QYHKIMIO, OH YKa3bIBaeT HA TO, YTO MPEIMET MPUHAIIEKHUT K KAKOMY-TO
KJIACCy MPEIMETOB OE30THOCHUTEIHFHO K €ro WHAWBHUAYaJIbHBIM XapaKTEPHBIM
CBOWCTBAM WJIA MIPU3HAKaM. B HEKOTOPBIX Cilydasix MO CBOEMY 3HAYEHUIO HEOII-
pENeNIeHHbIN apTUKIIb MPUOIIKAETCS K 3HAYCHHSIM HEOIPEICIICHHBIX MECTO-
MMEHMI some u any. Torga ero 3HaueHUE OOBIYHO MPUXOJUTCS IEpeaBaTh B
nepeBojie. Hanpumep:

From the anxious depth within her there reawakened the suspicion that the
people around her — mother, father, sister — were entangled in a conspiracy...
(J.Updike. Marry Me).

N3 cMaATeHHBIX TIyOUH €€ IyIIU CHOBA MOJHSIOCH MOJ03PEHUE, YTO OKPY-
JKAIOIMEe — U MaTh, U OTEIl, U CeCTpa — Kak Obl y4aCTBYIOT B HEKOEM 3aroBOpe.
(JIx. Ampmaiik)

TouHO Tak ke mepegayu B MepeBojie TpeOyeT 3HaAU€HHE HEOIPEAEeIIEHHOIO
apTUKJIS B CJIEIYIOLIEM IPUMEPE:

Jon had an unreal feeling as if he were passing through the scene in a book...
(J.Galsworthy).

Y JIx0oHa SBWJIOCH KAK0e-TO HEPEaIbHOE YYBCTBO, TOUHO OH MEPEKUBAECT
cueHy u3 pomasa... (Jlxx. ['osmcyopcen)

WNHorna HeonpeneneHHbId apTUKIb YIOTPEOSIeTCsl B CBOEM MepBOHAYalb-
HOM 3HAYE€HMM YUCIUTEIBHOrO one. M B 3TOM cilydae 3HaYCHUE apTUKIIA JOJIK-
HO OBITH MEPEAAHO MPU NEPEBOJE C TOOABICHUEM COOTBETCTBYIOIIMX JIEKCEM.
Hanpuwmep:

Yet H.G. (Wells) had not an enemy on earth. (G.B.Shaw. The Man I Knew.)

Opnako y I'epbepra He ObUTO HM eqmHOro Bpara Ha csete. ( Jx. b. [oy.
YenoBek, KOTOPOTO s 3HAJL.)
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E.B. KypoBckasi oTMeuaeT, 4To ynoTpeOieHre COOTBETCTBYIOIIETO apTUKIIA
P UMEHHOM KOMIIOHEHTE OIpeaeisieT HE00X0IMMOCTh B UCTIOJIb30BaHUH JPY-
TUX CPEJICTB IMEpe/ladyd TEX CMBICIOBBIX KOMIIOHEHTOB, KOTOPbIE MPUBHOCSATCS
apTUKJIIEM M MOPOM apTUKIIb TP KMEHHOM KOMIIOHEHTE MOKET BEChbMa CYIIECT-
BEHHO MU3MEHSTh CEMAaHTHUKY BbICKa3biBaHUs. CpaBHUM:

A) Michael grinned. "You both had a nerve". (J.Galsworthy)
Maiixn pacemestics: "Hy u naxansl xe Bbl 00a". (k. ['oscyopcn)

b) They call it a pact suicide. — I couldn't. [ haven't the nerve. (G.Green)
Orto Ha3biBaeTcs "ABoiHOe camoyOuiicTBo". — S He mory. Y MeHsa He
xBatut myxkectBa. (I'. I'pun)

OnpenesieHHbIH APTHKJb BBINOJHAECT OTPAHUYUTENbHYIO (QyHKIUI0. OH
BBIICIIICT IPEIMET U3 TAHHOTO KJIAcca, U30JUPYET €r0 OT eMy MOJ00HBIX, KOH-
kpetuzupyet ero" [16, c. 16]. NHorma onpeaeneHHbId apTUKIIb BBICTYNAET B
CBOEM NEPBOHAYAIBLHOM 3HAYEHUM yKa3aTEIbHOIO0 MECTOMMEHUS, OT KOTOPOro
OH MPOU30IIIEI, HAPUMED:

If he remembered anything, it was the fainty capriciousness with which the
gold-haired brown-eyed girl had treated. (J.Galsworthy)

Ecnu CoMmc u moHsT 4TO-HUOY1b, TAK TOJIBKO Ty KampU3HYIO Ipaluio, ¢ KO-
TOPOM 30JI0TOBOJIOCAsl TEMHOIJIa3asl AeBylika oopamanack ¢ Hum. (Jx. [Noncy-
opcH)

Ecnu nepeBoauuk 3a0yzner o MogoOHOM MOMEHTE, PYCCKOE INPEASIOKEHUE
OyZeT HEeMOJHBIM U HETOYHBIM.

Jlekuma 3. HecooTBeTCTBME KaTeropum 4ucna
npu nepesoae

Kareropust uncna CymecTBUTEIbHBIX UMEETCSI KaK B QHIJIMHCKOM, TaK U B
pycckoMm s3bikax. OHAKO MpU yHIOTPEOIICHUH CYIIECTBUTEIbHBIX B €MHCTBEH-
HOM U MHO’>XECTBEHHOM 4YHCJIe HAOII0Jal0TCS TI0BOJIBHO 3HAYUTENbHBIE PACXOXK-
JICHUSI KaK B OTHOLIEHUU UCUMCIISIEMBIX, TAK U HEUCUHUCISIEMBIX CYIIECTBUTEIIb-
HbIX. JlaHHBIN QaKT TPUBOJIUT K TpaMMaTHYECKUM TpaHC(opMalusaM npu nepe-
BOJI€, B YACTHOCTU — 3aMEHE MHOXXECTBEHHOI'O YHCJIA AHIJIMKUCKOIO CyUIECTBH-
TEJIBHOT0 €IMHCTBEHHBIM YUCJIOM PYCCKOr0, U HA00OpOT.

CymiecTByeT HEMaoO cliy4aeB, Korjaa ¢GopMe eIMHCTBEHHOTO YHUCiIa B pycC-
CKOM COOTBETCTBYET (popMa MHOKECTBEHHOTO YHCIA B AHTJIMMCKOM S3BIKE,
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CpaBHHM: OBEC — 0ats , JIyK — onions , kKapTodens — potatoes , okpauHa (ropoja) —
outskirts u np.; ©1 HA0OOPOT, pycCKol PopMe MHOKECTBEHHOT'O YHCIIAa HEPEIKO
COOTBETCTBYET aHTIMHCKas (popMa €TMHCTBEHHOTO YUCIIA, HATIPUMED: ACHBIH —
money , uepHuiia — ink , HOBOCTH — news , cBefieHus — information u np. Ot1cro-
Jla He0OX0IMMOCTh 3aMeHbl (hopM uucina [1, c. 144]. Hanpumep:

«..BUIIHIO CYIIWIM, MOYWIM, MapUHOBAJIH, BapeHbe Bapwid... (A.Uexos.
BumneBsrii can).

They used to dry the cherries and soak 'em and pickle 'em and make jam of
'em... .

Hcuucnsembie cyecTBUTEIbHBIE UMEIOT (JOPMbI €IMHCTBEHHOI'O U MHOXeE-
CTBEHHOTO 4YHcJia B 000MX fA3BbIKaX, KOTOPbIE COBMAAAI0T, TEM HE MEHee, B psje
cilly4aeB UX yrnoTpeOsieHue ObiBaeT pa3iauyHo. Tak, Hampumep, B aHTJIMMCKOM
S3bIKE CYILECTBUTEIbHBIE, OOO3Hayaromue 4dactu Tena (eye, lip, ear, cheek,
hand, foot u np.) nHOTAA YIIOTPEOJIAIOTCS B €AMHCTBEHHOM YHUCJIE JJIs1 OOJbIICH
BbIpa3uTENbHOCTU. Takoe ymnoTpebsieHHe BBI3BAHO CTUIMCTUYECKUMHU COOOpa-
xenusamu. Hanmpumep: "Her cheek blanched". I'maron "to blanch" Beipakaet
OOJIBIIYI0O MHTEHCUBHOCTD 3aKJIFOYEHHOT'O B HEM IMOHATHS MO CPaBHEHUIO C IJa-
rojioM "to pale". Kpome TOro, oH MeeT U3BECTHYIO CTHIIMCTHYECKYIO OKPACKY,
SBJISSICH CIIOBOM BBICOKOJIMTEPATYpHbIM. B mpuBelieHHOM BbIlI€ MpUMEpEe Ha-
OJIFOaeTCs HEKOTOPOE CTUIIMCTUUECKOE COOTBETCTBHE: Tiaro "to blanch", 6o-
Jiee BhIpA3UTENbHBIN, yeM "to pale", kak Obl TpeOyeT ynorpeOieHus CyuiecTBHU-
tenabHOro "cheek" B eIMHCTBEHHOM 4YHCIE, YTO SIBJIsIETCA MeHee OObIYHbIM. U
HaobOopoT, cymecteurensHoe "cheek", ynorpe0ieHHOe B €IMHCTBEHHOM YHCIIE,
TpeOyeT BbIOOpa COOTBETCTBYIOUIETO Tiaroja. Takoe sSiBIeHHUE MOXKHO ObLIO Obl
Ha3BaTh "'CTUIMCTUYECKUM coryiacoBanueM" [16, c. 43]. Hanpumep:

Young Jolion's eye twinkled. (J.Galsworthy)
B raazax mononoro [[xonrona BcrbixHyJ oronek. (Jxx. ['oncyopcen)

Your lip is trembling.
VY Bac npoxat ryOsbl.

AHanoruyHoe ABJICHHE HAOIOAETCs, KOr/a JEKCUYECKOe 3HaYEHUE CIIOBO-
¢dbopMbI B €IMHCTBEHHOM YHCIIe UMeeT o0obmaromuii xapakrep. Hampumep:

We got the doctor to forbid to read the paper when the war broke out.
(J.Galsworthy)

A Korja Hayanach BOWHA, MBI TIOMPOCHIIHN JOKTOPA 3alPETUTh €My YHUTaTh
razersl. ([[x. ['oncyopcn)
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Takum 00pa3oM, Ipu NEPEBOAE ONPEAEIECHHBIX CIO0BOGOPM B E€IUHCTBEH-
HOM WJIM MHOKECTBEHHOM YHCJIE€ MEPEBOIYUK BBIHYXKIECH MPUOEraTh K TaKOMY
BUTy MOp(dooruueckoil Tpancopmanum kak 3aMmeHa (opmbl CI0Ba.

Jlekuma 4. pammaTUyecknn pon,
N ero oTpaxxeHue B nepeBoae

B aHrnuiickoM si3bike, Kak U3BECTHO, MOHATHE "pOj" HOCHUT BEChbMa YCJIOB-
HbIN xapakTtep. [IpakTudecku o poje B JaHHOM SI3bIKE TOBOPAT TOJIBKO B CBSI3U C
yKa3aHUEM Ha €CTECTBEHHBIN OMoJoTHuYecKuii moil. B pycckom xe s3bike, 001a-
JTAIOLIEM Pa3BUTOM CHUCTEMOM poJia, yKa3aHue Ha poJi 00beKTa 0053aTesIbHO, YTO
U ONpeleNsieT rpaMMaTHYecKylo TpaHchopmaiuioo — 3aMeHy (OopMbI cioBa —
IIpY IIEPEBOJE C AHTITIUUCKOTO A3bIKA HA PYCCKUM.

B GonpmmHCTBE ciydaeB mpu MEpeBojie TEKCTOB NEPEBOIYUK PYKOBOJICTBY-
€TCSl HOPMOM POJHOTO SI3bIKA, €r0 TPATUIIUSIM, COTJIACHO KOTOPBIM OJTHU >KUBOT-
HbIC, PACTEHHUS, MITHUIIHI OKA3bIBAIOTCS KEHCKOTO pojia (Koika, cobaka, coBa, Oe-
pe3a u T.11.), a Ipyrue — MY>KCKOoro (CJI0H, COJIOBEH, 1y0, BOpoOeii u T.11.) U Jier-
KO MEHSET OJIMH poJ Ha Apyrou. Hanpumep:

"Why is he weeping?" asked a little green Lizard, as he ran past him with his
tail in the air. (O.Wilde. "The Nightingale and the Rose".)

"O yeMm OH mmrayer?" — copocwuiia MaJIeHbKas 3€J€Has sIIepulia, KOTopas
poNoJi3aja MUMO Hero, nomaxuBas XBOCTHKOM. (Ockap Yanba. ConoBeil u
po3a.)

Ho ecTp ciyyau, Korja Takve 3aMeHbl BIEKYT OLLyTHUMbIEC ITIOTEPU CMBICIIA.
Pacxoxznenue B poe MOXKET OKa3aTbCsl CEPHE3HBIM IPENATCTBUEM, KOTa ''Co-
OTHECEHHOCTh C ONPEENIEHHBIM OHOJIOTUYECKUM IOJIOM M, CIEA0BATENbHO, C
NPUCYLIMMU €MY XapaKTEpPHbIMHU YE€pPTaMU COCTABIISIET BAaXKHBIM 3JIEMEHT XYJ10-
KECTBEHHOM CTPYKTYpbI TEKCTa opuruHaia. Yaie Bcero 3To ObIBaeT mpu mep-
conupuxanuun" [6, 99-100]. Hampumep, B ckazke O.Yanpna "CuyacTIuBBIi
IPUHL" JIACTOYKA, KaK U BCE 3BEPU U NTHULBI B aHIJIMHCKOM SI3BIKE, — MY’KCKOTO
poJia, ¥ aBTOp, TOBOPS O HEW, ynoTpediisser Mecroumenue he — ou:

One night there flew over the city a little Swallow. His friend had gone
away to Egypt six weeks before, but he had stayed behind for he was in love
with the most beautiful Reed.

TpocTHHK, WM BEpHEE TPOCTUHKA, B KOTOPYIO BIIFOOJIEHA JIACTOUYKA, HAIIPO-
TUB, KEHCKOI'O POJa:
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He had met her in the spring as he was flying down the river after a big yel-
low moth, and he had been so attracted by her slender waist that he had stopped
to talk to her.

N 510 mpoTuBoNOCTaBICeHUE pa3BUBAETCS U YriyOJsiercs aBTopoM. B opu-
rudHasie Swallow SIBHO CIIy»UT BOIUIONIEHHEM MYKckoro Havana. Ei (emy)
CBOMCTBEHHBI YUCTO MYKCKHE YEpPThl: KaK HACTOSAILIMUNA MY>KUMHA, OH, BIIOOUB-
IINCh, TYT K€ MPU3HAETCS B JIIOOBU:

"Shall I love you?" — said the Swallow, who liked to come to the point at
once...

My’KeCTBEHHO OCTABIIKChH Ha MOYTH BEPHYIO THOEIb, KOTOPYIO CYJIMT IIPH-
X0/l OCCHHUX XOJIOJIOB, OH (YTO OISATH-TAaKH CBOMCTBECHHO OOJIbIIIE MY>KYHHAM)
yepe3 HEKOTOPOE BPEeMsi, He BCTPETHUB B3aMMHOCTH, Pa304apOBBIBACTCS B CBOCH
BO3JIIOOJICHHOM

After they had gone he felt lonely, and began to tire of his lady-love.
"She has no conversation. And I'm afraid that she is a coquette, for she is
always flirting with the wind".

Taxum oOpa3om, B OpUTrHHaIE Mbl BUJUM SIBHOE IPOTUBOIIOCTABIICHUE MY K-
CKOT'O M JKEHCKOT0 Hayaj, KaKJ0€ U3 KOTOPBIX MOJIY4YaeT ONpPEAEIICHHYIO OIeH-
Ky aBTopa. Ho npu nepeBoae naxke takoro macrepa, Kak UyKOBCKUH, BCE 3TO
MCYe3J10, TaK KakK MepeBOAYMK BbIOpan B KayeCTBE COOTBETCTBHUH "macTouky" u
"TPOCTHUK", YTO TOJIHOCTBIO MEPECTPAMBAET CUCTEMY ''MYMXCKOE€ Hayaio'" —
"JKEHCKOE HAa4aJI0" B CTPYKTYPE XyA0KECTBEHHOTO IIPOU3BEICHHUS.

Kak xe moctynmuth mnepeBoquuky B moaoOHbIX ciydasx? A.O. BaHos
npeajaraeT UCIoJib30BaTh JABa OCHOBHBIX CIIOCO0A JIsl IPEOI0JIEHUS TOJOOHBIX
PACXOXKICHHUM B POJE.

Cnoco0 I 3akmrouaercs B M30€KaHMM YNOTPEOJICHUS MECTOMMEHUN TOro
WIM MHOTO poja (T.e. mepel HaMU TakoW croco0 rpaMMaTtudeckoil TpaHcgop-
MalllH, KaK OMyIIEeHUE), HallpuMep:

...for Love is wiser than Philosophy, though he is wise, and mighter than
Power, though he is mighty.(O.Wilde)

Kak nu mynpa ®@unocodus, B JItobBu Gosbiiie Myapoctd, yeM B Duioco-
¢uun, — 1 Kak HU MoryliecTBeHHa Brnacth, JI1000Bb cuiibHee no0oi Bnactu.
(Ockap Yanbn)
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Cnoco6 II: 3amena ¢opmbl ciioBa — SKBUBaJIEHTa MEPEBOIAIIEIO SI3bIKA Ha
aHaJIOr HYKHOTO POJia, HallpUMeEp:

"Order! Order!" cried a Cracker. He was something of a politician, and had
always taken part in the local elections, so he knew the proper Parliamentary ex-
pressions to use. (O.Wilde)

CrnoBapp maet aiis ciosa "cracker" 3HaueHue "mrytuxa', KOTopas B pyCCKOM
SA3bIKE OTHOCHUTCS K JKEHCKOMY poAy. O HAKO 3aHSITHE MPAKTUKON B TE€ BpeMeHa
OBLJIO YHUCTO MY>KCKOW MPEporaTuBoi, v mostomy "mrytuxa" He moaxoaut. Ile-
peBomguniia T. O3epckas JOBOJIBHO YyAa4HO 3aMEHSET e¢ Ha '"OeHTaIbCKUU
OrOHb'":

"Buumanue! Buumanue!" — 3akpudan benransckuit Orons. OH yBJI€KCs MO-
JUTUKOM, BCErja MPUHHMMA y4acTHE B MECTHBIX BbHIOOpax U IMOATOMY OYE€HBb
YMEJIO MOJIb30BAJICSI BCEMU MapiaMEeHTCKUMU BhIpaxeHusiMu. (Ockap Yaib)

AHAJIOTUYHO U B nepeBojie cka3ku "CuacTiauBblid TPUHIL" Cle0BaI0 ObI 3a-
MEHUTH JIACTOUYKY, CKa)KE€M, Ha CTPIIKA, a KaMbIII Ha TPOCTUHKY. Tem Ooee, 4To
JTACTOYKHU U CTPUIKU OTHOCSTCS K OJJTHOMY BHUY M CXOJHBI KaKk 10 00pa3y *KU3HH,
Tak U 1o BHeNHeMy Buay. M Toraa Bce crano Obl Ha CBOM MecTa.

OnHako Ha MPAKTUKE MOXKHO CTOJKHYTHCS CO CIIy4asiMU, KOTJia HA TOT, HU
JPYroil croco0 He MOTYT OBITh MPUMEHEHBI, U TIEPEBOMUUKY MPUXOJUTCS MU-
pUTHCS ¢ TOTepsMU. BbIBaeT 3TO TOTMa, KOT/Aa 3a CJIOBOM OpUTMHAJIa U €r0 UHO-
A3bIYHBIM COOTBETCTBUEM CTOSIT CBOU, IMPUBBIUHBIC JIJISI KAXIAOTO U3 JBYX SI3bI-
KOB 00pa3bl, Pe3KO OTIMYAIOIIMECS MO BCeMy HAaOOpy MPU3HAKOB, BKIIOYAS U
ponoBoii. Aunrmmiickoe "death" o3nagaer "cmepts'. Ho ecnu s aHrIiMuaH
death accomuupyertcs ¢ CymecTBOM MY>CKOT0 T0Jia, TO PyCCKUM CMEPTh BUAUT-
Csl KOCTJISIBOM CTapyXoil ¢ Kocoi B pyke. OOMEHSAThCS MPEACTABICHUSIMH TTOTO-
MY ¥ TPYJIHO, YTO OHU TPAJIUIIMOHHBI B 000MX si3bIkax. Hanpumep:

"Juidman, — go'he, — put up your wittle,
I'm no design'd to try its mettle;

But if I did — I wad be kittle

To be misleared -

I wad no mind it, no that spittle

Out of my beard".

(R.Burns. Death and Dr.Horbook)
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"CMmepTh oTBeuana MHe: — CBIHOK,
ThI cripsiub MOJAJIBIIE CBOW KIMHOK,
[Toxymait caM, Kakoil B HEM IIPOK?
Ero ynapsl

Crpaiisbl He 00JIbIIIe, YEM TIJIEBOK,
s Cmeptu ctapoit!"

(P.bepHc)

Henb3st He 3ameTuTh, 4TO 00pa3 CMEPTH MPETEPIie]l HEKOTOPYIO TpaHCPop-
maruto. [lotepsie Oopoxy M npyrue arpuOyThl, NpUCYIIME €l B OpUTHHAIE,
CMEPTh HECKOJIbKO "0Opycena", mpeBpaTUBIIMCH B IPUBBIUHYIO HAM KOCTJISIBYIO
cTapyxy ¢ kocoil. Takum oOpa3om, pu OTpaKEHUHU B MEPEBOJIE KATETOPUU poja
CJIEIyeT YUYUTHIBaTh HE TOJIBKO IpaMMaTUYECKUE OCOOEHHOCTH A3bIKa OpUTHHA-
Ja, HO U BOIIPOCHl MEHTAJIUTETA, HALIMOHAJILHOTO MBIIIJICHUS] HOCUTENIEH S3bIKa.

Nekuma 5. 3ameHa YacTelt peum B npoLecce nepesoaa

3aMeHa 4acTH peyuH SIBJISIETCA CaMbIM PACIPOCTPAHEHHBIM BUIOM MOPQOJIO-
ruueckoil Tpanchopmanuu. [logoOHbIe 3aMeHBI OOBIYHO BBI3BaHBI "'Pa3TUYHBIM
yHOTPEOJICHUEM CIIOB M Pa3IMYHBIMU HOPMaMHU COUYETAEMOCTH B aHTJIUHCKOM U
PYCCKOM $I3bIKaX, @ B HEKOTOPBIX CIIy4asiX — OTCYTCTBUEM YacTH PEYH C COOT-
BETCTBYIOIIMM 3HAU€HUEM B PYyCCKOM s3bike" [16, c. 46].

Takoii Mopgonoruyeckoil TpaHchopManuu dYame BCEro IMOABEpraeTcs
MM CYHIECTBUTEJIBHOE. Becbma TUNIMYHOW 3aMEHOM MPH MEPEBOJIE C
aHTJIMHACKOrO0 Ha PYCCKHUH SIBJIETCA 3aMEHA OTIVIArOJIbHOIO CYLIECTBUTEIBHOTO
Ha TJIaroj B JIM4HOM ¢opme. BoT mpumepsl Takoro pojia 3aMeHbl:

He had one of those very piercing whistles that was practically never in
time... (J.Salinger. The Catcher in the Rye.)

CBuCTeI OH y)XKAaCHO MPOH3HUTENHbHO W Bceraa (Gampmuso... (k. Conunmi-
xep. Haj mponacTteio BO pku. )

B cIcayromeM IMpuMeEpe CYICCTBUTCIIBHBIC IICPEBOIATCA I/IH(I)I/IHI/ITI/IBaMI/I:

You give me food and drink and I'll tell you how to sail the ship.
(R.L.Stevenson. Treasure Island).

Brl Oyznere mouTh M1 KOPMUTH MEHSI, a 51 IOKaXKy BaM, KakK YIIPaBJsATh Kopao-
aeM. (P.JI. CtuBencoH. OCTpOB COKPOBHIIL.)
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Cienyer OTMETUTh, YTO HEKOTOPHIC AHTJIMMCKUE CYUIECTBUTEIbHBIE MEpeE-
BOJSTCSl KaK JUYHOW (OpMOM Tiaroja, Tak W OTIVIATOJIbHBIMU CYIIECTBUTEIb-
HBIMH, HAITPUMED:

But if she went, Cindy realized it would mean a showdown — almost cer-
tainly irreversible and final — between them both. (A.Hailey. Airport.)

Ho Cunau moHumaia, 9To €ciid OHa TyJla SBUTCS, O0BICHEHHE OyIeT HElry-
TOYHBIM M MOXET HACTYNUTh pa3pbiB, OKOHYATEIBHBIA W HEOOPATHMBIN.
(A.Xeitnu. AsponopT.)

Should she go to the airport for a showdown with Mal, as she had consid-
ered earlier? (A.Hailey. Airport.)

Exatp 11 B a’ponopt, 4ToObl 00BACHUTHCA ¢ Menom, Kak oHa codupanach?
(A.Xeinu. Asponopr.)

[To moBony nanHbIx puMmepoB E.H.bopTHUYYyK oTMeEUaeT, 4To npu NEPEBO-
JIe CYIIECTBUTEIIbHBIX, 00pa30BaHHBIX MO MOJEIU 'TJIaroa + MOCTIO3UTHUR" >
"cymectBurenbHoe" (break down, break through, throw-away, show down u
T.J.), "BCE ke OTIJIarojibHOE CYIIECTBUTEIbHOE, MO-BUAUMOMY, OOjee TOYHO
nepenaeT 0COOCHHOCTH JIGKCUYECKOW €MHUIBI OpUTHMHANIA W MOATOMY Oosee
OXOTHO HMCIOJIB3yETCsl EPeBOAUMKaMU. Tak, HapuMmep, CyIlecTBUTEIbHOE take
off B comocTaBisieMbIX TeKCTax ObUIO MEPEBENCHO CYIIECTBUTEIBHBIM 25 pa3, a
rinarojioM — 14" [2, c¢. 92]. CpaBHUM:

Translated into aviation terms, the river at the sea is an airliner at its moment
of take off. (A.Hailey. Airport.)

Ecnu nepeBecTu 3T0 Ha sI3bIK aBHAIIMU, TO PEKA, KOT/Ia OHA BMAJaeT B MOpPE,
nmogo0Ha camMoJieTy B MOMEHT B3J1eTa. (A.Xeinu. A>ponopr.)

After take off there would be no time for anything but work. (A.Hailey.
Airport.)

Korga oHn mogHuMyTesi B BO3AYyX, HE OCTAHETCS BPEMEHU HHU JJISl YETO,
KpoMe paboThl. (A.Xeinu. A3pomnopr.)

Takum 006pa3om, B MOJOOHBIX CITyYasiX OCHOBHOW MPUYMHON HCIIOIH30BAHUS
TpaHcopMalu OyJIeT ABISITHCA UHIUBUIYAIbHO-TIEPEBOIUECKAsL.
H.H. Hectepenko uccrnenoBana mnpo0iemMy nepeBoja aHTJIMUCKUX /1€a]IbeK-
THBHBIX CYILIECTBUTEIIbHBIX HA MaTepuaine pomana [[x.I'oncyopeu "Cara o ®op-
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cautax" [21]. JIuHrBUCT OTMEYAET, UTO NPU NEPEBOAE JAHHOIO BHIA CYLIECTBU-
TEJIbHBIX 3aME€Ha YaCTH PEYM JOCTATOYHO pacupocTpaHeHa. Tak, IIpu CpaBHEHUHU
TEKCTa MepeBoJa ¢ TEKCTOM OpPUIMHaia ObUIO YCTaHOBJIEHO, YTO aHIJIUICKOMY
UMEHH CYILECTBUTEIBHOMY, OOPa30BaHHOMY OT IIPOM3BOJHOIO IpUJIaraTeiabHO-
ro ¢ UCXOJHOW MPOMU3BOSAIIEH OCHOBOM-TJIAr0JIOM, B PYCCKOM SI3bIKE (Kpome
MMEHH CYILIECTBUTEIBHOI0) COOTBETCTBYIOT:

a)raarona:

The strange resolution of trustfulness he had taken seemed to be animate
even his secret thought... (J.Galsworthy)

BreszanmHo mpuHSATOE pelieHHe T0BEPUTHLCSI UM OBJIAJIETI0O BCEMU €T0 MBIC-
nsimu. (Ix. Toncyopcen)

A firsite of the best period, so far as the lack of responsibility was con-
cerned... (J.Galsworthy)

[IpencraBurenpania @OpcanToB JIYUIIETO NEPUOIA, KOTIA HU MEPES KEM HE
MPUXOJUIOCH OTYMTHIBATHCA... (K. ["ocyopcn)

O)maccCUMBHOE MpHUYACTHUEC:

The two yearlings, as Val called them in his thoughts, met therefore in man-
ner, which for unpreparedness left nothing to be desired. (J.Galsworthy)

Oba cTpuryHka, Kak MbICJIEHHO Ha3Bal Ux Bani, BCcTpeTuinch, Takum oOpa-
30M, COBEPIICHHO HeMOAroToBJIeHHbIMU. ([[x. ['osicyopcn)

AHIIIMIICKOMY J1€aIb€KTUBHOMY CYIIECTBUTEIBHOMY C MCXOJHOM IPOU3BO-
JSIel OCHOBOM-CYIIECTBUTENBHBIM B PYCCKOM S3bIKE (KpOME MMEHH CYILECT-
BUTEJILHOT0) MOYKET COOTBETCTBOBATH UMsI IPUJIAraTEIbHOE:!

If he remembered anything, it was the fainty capriciousness, with which the
gold haired brown eyed girl had treated. (J.Galsworthy)

Ecnmu Comc u oHsIT 9TO-HUOY B, TaK TOJBKO TY KANPU3HYIO TPAIHIO, C KO-
TOpPOM 30JI0TOBOJIOCAs TEMHOTJIa3as JAeBylika oOpamanack ¢ HuM. ([x. ['oncy-

opcu)

Imogen's inquiring friendliness... (J.Galsworthy)
.JpyxkeawoHas npuBeTauBocth MmomxkuH. ([Ix. ['oncyopen)
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Oco0eHHO YacTO MPUXOAUTCS MpUOeratb K rpaMMaTUYecKUM TpaHchopma-
UM TIPU TIEPEBOJIE CKAa3yeMOro, 4YTO OOBIYHO COIPOBOXKIAETCS 3aMEHAMHU Yac-
Tell peuu (a mocieqHee, B CBOIO OYepe/ib, BEIET K CUHTAKCUYECKUM TpaHc(op-
Manusm). Hanpumep:

He was a very bad dancer... (Gr.Greene)
OH TanneBaJs oueHs mwioxo. (I'.I'pun)

"You are a poor liar". (J.Galsworthy. To Let.)
"Ts1 He ymeentb arate". (JIx. 'oncyopen.),

IJIe MMEHHOE CKa3yeMOe B IIEPBOM IIPUMEPE NEPEIAHO MPOCTHIM IJ1aroJIbHbIM, a
BO BTOPOM — CJIOKHBIM TJIarOJIbHBIM CKa3yE€MBbIM.

Bcerpeuatores cinyuyaun 3aMeH U Apyrux vacred peuu. Tak, TpaHchopmanuu
npu nepeBoae yacto noasepraercss MECTOUMEHME (3amensiercs cyuect-
BUTEJIbHBIM), HAIIpUMED:

"I look possession of his effects after his death", I explained. "They were
done up in a parcel and I was directed to give them to you". (S.Maugham.
A Casual Affair.)

— Bce, 4TO 0ocTanock OT HEro mocie CMEpPTH, OTAATN MHE, — OOBSCHUI 5. —
IMucbsma 1 moprcurap ObUTH CBs3aHBI B TTakeT. Ha Hem ObUTIO HamumcaHO: mepe-
nath Jean Kacrennan, muano. (C. Moam)

311ech KOHKpETH3aLUsl MECTOMMEHUH they U you oCyILIeCTBIIIETCS HA OCHOBE
JTAHHBIX [IMPOKOTO KOHTEKCTA; CP. C HECKOJIBKUMH TpaHC(HOpMALMSIMH OpPUTH-
HaJja BBIIIIE:

I took the parcel... Inside was another wrapping, and on this, in a neat, well-
educated writing: ...Please deliver personally to the Viscountess Kastellan...
The first thing I found was a gold and platinum cigarette-case... Besides the
cigarette-case there was nothing but a bundle of letters.

Takum oOpa3zom, kak akueHtupyer JI.C. bapxynapoB, 31eck Mbl HMeEeM
"IpUMEp yCTAHOBIICHUS CEMaHTUYECKOW SKBUBAJICHTHOCTH HA YPOBHE BCETO IIE-
PEBOAMMOIO TEKCTa B IIEJIOM, BBIPAXKAIOWIETOCA B NEPEPACIPEACIICHUN CEMaH-
TUYECKUX DJIEMEHTOB MEXIY OTICJIBHBIMU IIPEIIOKECHUSIMHU TEKCTa HA UCXOJ-
HOM sI3bIKe U niepeBoadieM si3bike” [1, ¢. 195-196].
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JloBosibHO 00bIuHOM siBisieTcs: 3aMeHa IIPUJIATATEJIBHOI'O cymect-
BUTENBHBIM. Harmpumep:

Has any British battle ever been won except by a bold individual initiative?
(B.Shaw. Augustus Does His Bit).

Pa3Be anrnmyane xoraa-ivu00 BBIMTPHIBAIA Cpa)K€HHWE KPOME KaK C IMOMO-
b0 0TBaru u JnuHoi nnunuatussl? (b. Iloy)

B.A. Muzenkas oTrMedaer, 4TO B JIaHHOM IIPUMEPE UMs MNPUIATaTEIbHOE
"bold", mpeobpazoBaHHOE pHU MEPEBOJIE B CylIleCTBUTENIbHOE "oTBara", "B pyc-
CKOM BapHaHTe U3 MOAYMHEHHOTO SAepHOMY cyOcTaHTUBY "initiative" anemeHTa
MpEeBpalIaeTCs B HE3aBUCUMBIM OT HETO PaBHOIPABHBIM C HUM YJI€H CHHTAKCH-

4yecKoro psja "orBaru u uHuimatusel” [19, c. 138].

Eme nmpumep:

You always got these very lumpy mashed potatoes... (J.Salinger. The
Catcher in the Rye.)

WM Bcerna nonaBanu kapTodesibHOE mope ¢ KoMKaMu... (k. Canunmxep.
Han npomnacTteio BO pxu.)

3nech mpuiiaraTelbHOE IIPH MEPEBOIEC 3aMEHSIETCs TPYNIon "mpeyior + cy-
HIECTBUTEIBHOE", BHICTYTAIOIECH B aTpUOYTUBHOM (PYHKIIHH.

[IpunararenbHoe B MpeIUKATUBHON (PYHKIMHU (C TIArojoM-cBs3Ko be miu
JPYTUM) 9acTo 3aMmeHseTcs riarojiom: to be glad — pamoBatbcs, to be angry —
cepauThes, to be silent — Mmoyruath u np., HarpUMeEp:

...I was really glad to see him. (J.Salinger. The Catcher in the Rye.)
A emy odpamgoBagcs. ([x. Camunmpxep. Haa nponactbio BO piki.)

He was too conceited. (J.Salinger. The Catcher in the Rye.)
Cnuikom oH BooOpaxkaeT. ([x. Comunmxep. Hax nponactbio BO piki.)

MMPUYACTHUE uacto nepeBouTcs TMIHON (HOPMOI TI1aroiia, HapuMep:

His brother... dies, leaving everything on my shoulders. (B.Shaw.
Widower's Houses.)

bparen ero ymep u Bce Opocua Ha meHsa oaHy. (b.1oy)

N3-3a 3TOr0 MEHSIETCSI CUHTAKCUC MPEJI0KEHHUS.
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[Ipn mepeBoae UMEKOT MECTO U IPYTME€ THUIIBI 3aMEH YaCTE€W peuu, NMPUYEM
4aCcTO OHHU CONPOBOXKIAIOTCA TaK K€, KAK U B IIPUBEICHHBIX IPUMEPAX, 3aMEHON
YJIEHOB MPEIJIOKEHUSA, T.C. NMEPECTPOMKON CHUHTAKCUUYECKOM CTPYKTYpbI IPEI-
JIOXKEHUS.

JNlekuma 6. CnosoobpasoBaTtesibHblie TpaHcdopmauum

Bompoc o crnoBooOpa3oBaTenpHBIX TpaHCHOpPMAIHSIX B JIMHIBUCTHKE pac-
CMaTPHUBAETCs, B OCHOBHOM, MPUMEHHUTEILHO K MEPEBOAaM HAyYHBIX U OOIIECT-
BEHHO-TIOJINTUYECKUX TEKCTOB. DTO CBSI3aHO, IPEXkKIE BCEro, C TeM, UYTO B 0OJIb-
el CTeneHW HOBOOOPA30BaHUS MPUCYIIM UMEHHO MEPEUUCICHHBIM CTHIISIM
(Hampumep, pa3ITUYHOTO poJa HEOJOTu3Mbl). [Ipu 3TOM 0COOEHHOCTSIM CIIOBO-
oOpa3oBaTelIbHBIX TpaHcPopMalUi MPHU XYJ0KECTBEHHOM IMEPEBOJE YIEIEHO
HE3HAUMTEIbHOEC BHUMaHUE. 1 B JaHHOM MaTepuaie Mbl TIOMBITaeMCsI 0000IIHUTh
T€ HEMHOTOYHMCJICHHBIE MCCIIEOBAHMS, B KOTOPHIX OTpa)keHa MpoljemMa CIOBO-
00pa3oBaTeIbHBIX TPaHCHOPMAIUH.

Taxk, cnoBooOpazoBaTenbHbie CY(DPUKCH B pa3HBIX s3bIKaX IajeKO HE BCe-
r7la COBIAJAIOT MO CBOEMY 3HAYCHHIO U MO yMmoTpeOieHuio. B kaxxmom si3bike
uMeroTcst cyhPHUKCh Ype3BBIYAHO TPOYKTUBHBIE, HapuMep, cyddukc cyiie-
cTBUTENBHOTO -er. "[Ipu momomm -er MOXKHO 00pa30BBIBaTh CYIIECTBUTEIHHOE,
BBIPAKAIOIIEE areHT JACUCTBUS, (DAKTUYECKHU OT Jt000ro riarona. <...> [loatomy
IIpU MEePEBOJIE CJIOB, 00PAa30BAHHBIX MpPH MOMOIIU cyddukca -er, 4acTo Mpuxo-
JIUTCS MOJIb30BaThes Tiaromamu’ [16, ¢. 93]:

That branch of the family had been reckless marriers. (C.A.Porter. Ship of
Fools.)

B 3T0i1 ceMbe My unHBI Bcera xeHuauchb ornpometunBo. (K. IToprep)

3aMeHa aHIJIMICKOro OTIIaroJibHOIO CYUIECTBUTEIBLHOI0, 00pa30BaHHOTO C
MOMOILBIO -€T, HA PYCCKYIO JIMYHYIO0 (OpMy Iiarosa siBjsiercs "3aKOHOMEpPHOU U
ob6brynoi" [1, c. 196]. Eme npumepsr:

Oh, I'm no dancer, but I like watching her dance. (G.Greene. The Quiet
American.)

A s Beab HE TAHIYK, s TOJBKO JIFOOJIIO CMOTPETh KaK OHa TaHIIyeT.
(I".I'pun. Tuxuit amepukanetl.)

I'm quite a heavy smoker, for one thing... (J.Salinger. The Catcher in the
Rye.)
Bo-nepBbix, 1 Kypro kak napoBo3... (k. Canunmxep. Hag nponacteio BO
PKH.)
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I'm a very rapid packer. (J.Salinger. The Catcher in the Rye.)
S odenn ObicTpo ykaaawbiBawch. (Jx. Comunmxep. Hag mpomactsio BO

PKH.)

BBuay Toro, uto "ynenbHbli Bec adDUKCANIbHBIX 00pa3oBaHUN B aHIJIMI-
CKOM SI3bIKE€ 3HAUUTEJIBHO BBIIIE, HEXENU B pycckoM" [7, c. 36], npu nepeBoje
HE BCErja BO3MOXHO HMCIOJIb30BaTh PYCCKHUM aHayor aHriauickoro aggukca, a
ATO BEJIET K BBEJCHUIO JOMOJHUTENIbHBIX JIEKCEM B TEKCT (HAIPUMED, IIPH Tepe-
BoJie cioBodopM ¢ cyddukcom -able). Cydduxke -able siBnsercst oueHb NpoayK-
TUBHBIM U 00pa3yeT, B OCHOBHOM, MIpHJIaraTeabHbIe OT raIarojos. B Hem 00bI4HO
MPUCYTCTBYET MOAAIBHOE 3HAUYECHUE, [TOATOMY JUIsl €r0 MepPeBOa 4acTo 100aB-
JISIIOTCSI TAKME MOJAJIbHBIC CJI0Ba, KaK "'BO3MOKHO'", "HEeBO3MOXKHO", "HENb3s" 1

Ip.:

The sea was rough and unswimmable.
Mope 65110 OypHOE, ¥ IUIBITH OBLJIO0 HEBO3MOYKHO.

CrnenyeT OTMETHUTD, UTO BBIIIECKA3aHHOE HE OTHOCUTCS K 3aUMCTBOBAHHBIM
(bpaHIy3CKUM MpuUjiaratesibHbIM, 00pa30BaHHbBIM MIPU MOMOILH 3TOro cyddukca,
Harpumep, "admirable", "irreparable" u 1.1

[Tpu Xya0KECTBEHHOM MEPEBOJE CIEAYET YUYUTHIBATh HE TOJIBKO CIOBOOO-
pa3oBaTesibHble OCOOEHHOCTH AHTJIMHCKOTO S13bIKa, HO U "OOraTcTBO CTUIIMCTH-
YECKUX PECYpCOB CI0BOOOPA30BATEIBHOTO YPOBHS PYCCKOIO A3bIKa MO CpaBHE-
Huto ¢ anrmiickum" [19, ¢. 141]. Ha gannbii dakT ciemxyer oOpamarh 0codoe
BHUMAaHUE TMPH MEPEBOJE IMOIMOHATBHO-IKCIIPECCUBHBIX KOHCTPYKIIHH, KOTO-
pble CBOWCTBEHHBI XYJ0’KECTBEHHOMY TEKCTy. Tak, Haluuue OOJbILIOTrO YuCIia
pa3HOOOpa3HbIX OLIEHOYHBIX CY(P(UKCOB, MCIOIb3YEMBIX B PYCCKOM S3bIKE, —
YMEHBILIUTENbHBIX, JJACKATEIbHBIX, YHUUMKUTEIbHBIX, — TIO3BOJISIET MEPEBOTUH-
Ky TOYHEE OTPa3UTh OTHOIICHHE TOBOPSILETO K MpeaMeTy peun. Hanpumep:

This is a fool of place. (B.Shaw. Augustus Does His Bit.)
I'ocniogu, uto 3a ruycHbIi ropoauiiko! (b.11oy)

IlepeBoueckass MHULMATUBA 311€Ch IPOSBIIICTCA HE TOJBKO B BUIE IKC-
IIPECCUBHOIO BOCKJIMIAHUA 'TOCNOIAM", YCWIMTEIBHOW KOHCTPYKLUHEW '4TO
3a...", BOCKJMIATEJIIBHOIO 3HAKa, YCHJIMBAIOIIET0 WHTOHALMIO HETOJOBAHMS.
DKCIpeccrs MOBBIIIAETCS TAKKE 3a CYET MCIIOJIB30BAaHUSA CYIIECTBUTEIBHOIO C
YHUUMKHUTEIbHBIM Cy(QQPUKCOM -HIIK-, B TO BPEMS KaK B IEPBOUCTOYHUKE HMeE-

€T MECTO HMCIOJIb30BaHUE TOJIBKO OJHOIO CJIOBA ¢ OTPHUIATEIBLHOM OIICHKOW —
Hf 1]
ool".
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AKTHBHO HCIIOJIB3YIOTCS CIIOBOOOpa3oBaTeIbHbIE TpaHCPOPMAIMH TIPH TIie-
pEBOJIC AaHTTTUHCKUX HOBOOOPA30BaHMI, CBOMCTBEHHBIX, IIPEK/IE BCETO, Xy A0XKe-
CTBEHHBIM MPOU3BEACHUAM (aHTACTUYECKOTO XapaKTepa, MapoausM, KaaamOy-
pam, nepedpazam u T.1. J[aHHBIM >KaHpaM OCOOEHHO XapaKTEpHO aBTOPCKOE
CIIOBOTBOPYECTBO, T.€. "M300MIIME OKKa3MOHAIBLHOW JIEKCUKH M OKKa3WOHAJIBHO
npeobpazoBanHoi (ppaszeonorun" [17, c. 89].

Hamnpuwmep, B nepeBoae pomana A.Aszumona "Camu 6oru" (I.Asimov. The
Gods Themselves.), BeimmoanenHom M.I'ypoBoi, nisi mepenadyu OKKa3nuOHAIIN3-
MOB HCIIOJIb30BAIUCH TPaHC(HOPMAIIMU PacCMaTPUBAEMOTO THIIA:

He wasn't a bad left-ling<...>. He was a right-ling to her, but a Parental to
the children and the latter took precendance anyway <...>. No. No mid-lings ei-
ther. Just hard-ones of one kind.

Kak neBHMK, OH BOBCce HE Tak yx Iox <..>. JlJiss HEe-TO OH, KOHEYHO,
NMPAaBHMK, HO BEJb OH €IIC U NECTYH, U MO3TOMY JIE€TH 3aCJIOHSIOT OT HETrO BCE
octanpHOe <..>. Her. Cepeaunok y Hac toxe Her. Tonbko JXXectkue — u Bce
OJMHAKOBBIE.

Left-ling "nesuuk" u right-ling "mpaBHUK" TEpeBOASITCS C MOMOIIBIO TIEpe-
BOJYECKUX OKKaznoHau3MoB. [Ipu stom U. ['ypoBa yuuThiBaeT cioBooOpa3o-
BaTeJIbHbIC OCOOEHHOCTH PYCCKOTrO s3bIKa: CY(POUKC -HUK- TepemaacT 3HAUYCHHE
nesrens. JIEeBHUK — 3TO palMOHAIIBHO OCMBICIIMBAIOIINN BO3HUKAIOIINE TMPO-
OmeMbl 1 pemaromuii ux. [IpaBHUK — 3TO MeCTyH; €ro 3ajada — BOCIHUTHIBATH
notoMcTBO. OkkazuoHanu3Mm "a mid-ling" BocnpousBesieH HEUTPATbHBIM CIIO-
BOM 'cepeAuHKa'", B KOTOPOM HCIIOJIb30BAH YMEHBIIUTEIBHO — JIACKATEJbHBIMI
cybduke -k, BeJb CepeIMHKA BOIUIOIIAET B ceOE KEHCKOE Hayajao CeMbH (ITO
MOTYEPKUBACT U (IeKcus -a).

B nnane ocoGeHHOCTel nepeaaun OKKa3uOHAIM3MOB B KalaMOypax U mapo-
TUSIX PacCMOTpUM TepeBo] ctuxoTrBopeHus JIstonca Kappomna "Jabberwocky"
("Anuca B 3azepkanne"). "B mnane si3bika "Jabberwocky" BeiaensieTcss u3 Bcex
ctuxorBopeHui Jlpronca Ksppoiuia Tem, 4TO MOYTH LEIUMKOM IOCTPOCHO Ha
MPUIYMAHHBIX CIIOBaxX, KOTOPBIM MOHO NpHUAaTh Jt0Oble 3HaueHus. [loaTomy
COJIEp)KaHHE OCTACTCS TyYMaHHBIM, JICUCTBYIONINE JIUIIAa — aOCTpaKTHBIMHU..." [5,
c.106].

CymectByeT mo kpaitHelr Mepe ueTbipe mepeBoaa "Jabberwocky" Ha pyc-
ckuid s3pik:  T.JLIenkunoi-Kynepuuk, [.I.Opnosckoii, A.lllepOakoBa wu
Bi1.Opna. OctaHOBUMCS HA TIEPBBIX JIBYX.
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"Twas brilling, and the slithy toves
Did gyre and gimble in the wabe;
All mimsy were the borogoves,
And the mome raths outgrabe.

bruto cynno. Kpyrrencs,

BunTtsce no 3emie,

CKIMnKUX K03€el LapanucTbiid poil.

THUX0 MUCHKOB CTailKa rpycTesia BO MIJe,
3esieHaBKY XPIOIIAIH MOPOA...
(T.Ienkuna-KynepHuk)

Bapkanocs.

XJIMBKUE HIOPbKH
[IsIpsisiicey 110 HaBe,

N xprokoranu 3e1r0Ku
Kak mrom3uku B MOBE...
(J.OpnoBckas)

[Menkuna-Kynepauk, kKak mpaBuiio, oOpa3yeT cjioBa MO THMY '"CJIOB-
OyMa)XHUKOB" (BUHTHTBCS = BHHTHTH + KPYTHUTBCS; CKIIMIKUN = CKOJB3KHH +
JUTIKWN; XPIOMIATh = XPIOKATh + MUINATH), JIMOO CJIeTKa BUAOU3MEHS S 3HAUUMbIS
CJIOBa: HEYKPOTHO (HEYpOTHUMO), TiyOedmuii (riayOouailinuii), pa3ablpaTbes
(pa3oupathes).

. OpnoBckas B CBOEM NEpeBOJie MEpBOM CTPOo(dbI cienyeT 0OBbsSICHEHUAM
[ManTas — bonras: "brilling" — "Bapkanocs" (BocemMb 4acoB Bedepa, Korja rnopa
roToBUTh ykuH); "slithy" — "xnuBkue" = xaunkue u soBkue; "toves" — " mopsb-
K1'" = moMech XOpbKa, Oapcyka u mromnopa; "gyre" — "meIpsThes' = MphIraTh,
HBIPATH, BEpTEThCs; "wabe" — " HaBa" = TpaBa 1oJ| COJIHEYHBIMHU Yacamu; '"3e-
JIOKHU" = 3€JICHbIC MH/IIOKH; "MIOM3UKHK" = NTUIIEI U Jp. Jlasiee oHa uCMob3yeT U
"cnoBa-OymaxkHuku" ("xpaOpocnaBieHHbIH" = XpaOpwlii + MOpocIaBieH-
HBIH; "T1ymo6a" = riyms + gamoba u T.11.).

Takum oOpaszom, clI0BOOOpa3oBaTelibHbIC TpaHC(HOpMAIMM XOTS U MEHee
pacupoCTpaHEHbI PU XyT0KECTBEHHOM IIEPEBOJIE (110 CPAaBHEHHUIO C IIEPEBOJIOM
HAy4YHbIX, 00IIECTBEHHO-TTOJIMTHYECKMX TEKCTOB), HO BCE-TaKW 3aHUMAIOT BaXK-
HOE MECTO IIPU CTPEMJIEHUH K aJI€KBATHOMY IIEPEBOY.

"
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Jlekuma 7. CnHTakcuyeckune TpaHcopmaumm

B nannom maparpade Mbl mombiTaeMcsi 0000IIUTh Pe3yIbTaThl UCCIIEI0BA-
HUI KacaTeJIbHO CUHTAaKCUYECKUX TpaHC(HOpMaLHi.

Tak, W.B.HemymaeB npoanaimsupoBan TEKCTbl u3 poMaHoB Comepcera
Moonma u J)xona Ampaiika (S.Maugham "The Razor's edge" u J.Updike "The
Centaur") u ux nepeBoasl Ha pycCKui sA3bIK [22]. JIMHrBUCTOM OBLIM MpPOU3BeE-
JIEHBl MOJCYEThl OOLIEr0 KOJIMYECTBA CHHTAKCUYECKUX TpaHc(hopMauui, CBs-
3aHHBIX C OINpPEACIICHHBIMU NMpUYMHAMU. Pe3ynbTarhl HcCileqOBaHUS MPECTaB-
JIEHBI B CJIEAYIOIINX TaONIHULax:

Taonuma 1
Bunbl 1 konnuecTBo TpaHncpopMauuii mpu nepeBoie

O6m1ee KOIM4YECTBO TpaHChOpMaLIHii 2 020
N3 Hux: M3MeHeHune cocTaBa 4jeHOB mpesjoxke- | 1351, unu npumepHo 66 %
HUS OT OOIIIero yucia TpaHc-
dbopmanmii
3amMeHa MPOCTOTO MPEIOKEHHS CIOKHBIM 212711 %
3amMeHa CI0KHOT0 MPEAJIOAKEHUS IPOCTHIM 185/8 %
3aMeHa TUIa CUHTAKCUYECKOU CBS3U 152 /7 %
3aMeHa JIByCOCTaBHOTO MPEJIOKEHUSI OJHOCO- 51/3%
CTaBHBIM
UiieHeHUE PEAJIOKEHUS 81/4%
OObeauHEeHNEe MPEJI0KEHU I 39/2 %

Tabnuma 2
[Tpy4nrHBI CHHTAKCHUYECKUX TpaHCHOPMAIIHA TPU TIEPEBOJIC

CucteMHO0-00yCI0BICHHBIC 165, i npumepHo 7 % ot ob1Iero
KOJIM4YecTBa TpaHchopmaiuit
HopmatuBHbie 880 /42 %
HopmaruBHO-cTUIUCTHYECKUE 76 /3 %
[Tparmatuueckue 91/3 %
JlekcUKO-ceMaHTUYECKHe 277713 %
NuauBruyaibHO-NIEPEBOIUECKHE 664 /32 %

W3 npencraBneHHBIX TAOIMIl BUAHO, YTO CAMOM PACTIPOCTPAHEHHOW TpaHC-
dbopmarnyeil B aHaTU3UPYEMbIX XYI0)KECTBEHHBIX TEKCTaX OKa3aJioCh U3MEHEHHE
COCTaBa YICHOB MPEJIOKEHNs — O0iee MOJIOBUHBI BCEX TpaHChopMalnii. 3aTem,
[0 YaCTOTHOCTH CJHEAYIOT 3aME€Ha IMPOCTOTO NPEITI0KEHUS CIIOKHBIM, 3aMEHa
CJI0KHOTO ITPOCTBIM, 3aMEHA THIIAa CUHTAaKCUYECKOM CBs3U. HaummeHee xapak-
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TEPHBIMU TpaHCHOPMAIUAMH SBUIUCH YJICHEHHUE MPEJIOKEHUSI U 3aMEHa JBY-
COCTAaBHOTO MPEJIOKEHUS OTHOCOCTABHBIM M O0OBEIMHEHHE MPEIOKEHUH.

Ho nannbie pe3ynbTatsl HE 00s13aT€NIbHO OYyT XapaKTEPHBI ISl BCEX Mepe-
BOJIOB XYJI0)KECTBEHHBIX TEKCTOB, a JIUIIbL OTOOPAXKAIOT JKAHPOBBIE U CTHIINCTH-
YeCKHe OCOOCHHOCTH SI3BIKOBOT'O MOCTPOCHUSI TEKCTOB OMPEACICHHBIX aBTOPOB
u "maHepy", "mouepk" nepeBoIuuKa.

Cpenu mpuuuH TpaHchOpMalUii CaMbIMH PACIPOCTPAHEHHBIMU SIBUJIUCH
HOpPMaTUBHbIEC. 3aTe€M CIIEIYIOT HHAUBUIYaIbHO-TIEPEBOAUYECKUE, JIEKCUKO-Ce-
MaHTHYE€CKHE M CHUCTEMHO-00yclOBIeHHbIE. HOpMaTUBHO-CTHIIMCTUYECKUE WU
MparMaTUYECKUe MPUYHUHBI SIBUJIMCh HAMMEHEE XapaKTePHbIMU MPUYUHAMU JIS
XYJ10’KECTBEHHOT'O MEPEBO/IA.

Jlekuma 8. IameHeHne cocTaBa YneHOoB npensoXXeHunaA

PaccmoTpruM OCHOBHBIE BUJbI CHHTAKCHUECKON TpaHC(hOpMalUU MPU XyA0-
KECTBEHHOM IepeBojie, 100aBuB K kiaccudukanuu WU.B. Hemymaesa [22] us-
MEHEHHS B aKTyaJIbHOM YJICHEHUH MPEITI0KECHUS.

3amMeHa 4WICHOB NPEMJIOKEHUS NMPUBOJUT K NEPECTPOMKE €ro CHHTaKCHYe-
CKOM CTPYKTYpbI. Takoro pojaa nepectporka NpOUCXOAUT U B PAJIE CIYYAEB MPH
3aMEHE YacTH PEYH.

Cy1ecTBeHHOE N3MEHEHHE CUHTAKCUYECKOU CTPYKTYPHI CBSA3aHO C 3aMEHOM
IJIaBHBIX WICHOB MPEJJI0KEHUs, 0COOCHHO Moiexkaliero. B anrno-pycckux me-
pPEBOJIaX KCIOJIb30BaHUE MOJIO0HBIX 3aMEH B 3HAUYMUTENIBHOW CTEreHu OO0yCIIOB-
JIEHO TEM, YTO B "@aHIJIMHCKOM S3BIKE Yallle, YEM B PYCCKOM, MOJJIEKAIIEE BbI-
MOJIHSAET WHBIE (DYHKIIMU, HEXETu o0003Ha4YeHHs cyObekTa nmevictBuss” [12,
c. 182], nanpumep: oObekTa AecTBUs (MOMJEKaIIee 3aMEHSETCS JAOMOTHEHH-
eM), o0o3HaueHus1 BpeMeHHU (IOJIeKaIllee 3aMEHSIETC OOCTOSITEILCTBOM Bpe-
MEHH), 0003HAUYEeHHs MPOCTPAaHCTBA (MOMAJIEKAIIEE 3aMEHSIETCS OOCTOATENbCT-
BOM MecTa), 0003HaUCHUS MPUYHHBI (TIOJIeKAIIee 3aMEHSETCSI 0OCTOSTEIbCT-
BOM IIPUYMHBI) U T.I.

I'pammartuueckast TpaHchOpMaIus TakKe BBI3BIBACTCS CTOJb YaCThIM B aHT-
JUACKOM SI3bIKE YNOTPEOJICHUEM CYIIECTBUTENbHBIX, 0003HAYAIOIUX HEOdy-
IIEBJICHHBIC MTPEAMETHI WIN MOHSITHUA, B pOJIM "areHta JercTBus (T.€. MoJJiexa-
IIero), YTO MOKHO paccMaTpuBaTh Kak CBOETO poja oiuieTBopeHue. Takoe
OJIULIETBOPEHUE OTHIOAb HE SIBJISECTCS] CTUIIMCTUYECKUM MPUEMOM, OO ATO — SIB-
JICHUE S3bIKA, @ HE PEYU U HU B KOEH Mepe HE HOCUT MHAMBUIYAIbHOTO XapakK-
tepa" [16, c. 90]. Hanpumep:

Legend (never a good historian!) has it that it was from here that one Sep-
tember day in 1645 Charles I watched the final stages of the Battle of Rowton
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Heath in which his forces were defeated by Cromwellian troops. (D.Odgen. My
Home Town.)

Cornacho Jerenje (KoTopas peko ObIBaeT JIOCTOBEPHOW) UMEHHO OTCIOJIa
B ceHTs0pe 1645 roma Kapn I maGnroman 3a ucxoiaoMm cpaxkenus npu PayToH
XHT, B KOTOPOM €ro Boiicka Ob1n pa30ouThl Boiickamu Kpomsers. ([{.Oaren)

[Tpu nepeBoe MpUIIOCh MPUOETHYTHh K TPaMMaTHYECKON TpaHC(HOPMAIIUHN:
nojJiexkaiiee anriauiickoro npemioxenus (legend) cramo oOcrosTenbcTBOM
MPUYUHBI.

OnHolt U3 pacnpoCTpaHEHHBIX TpaHC(hOpPMALUM TaKOTO PojJia CUHTaKCHYe-
CKOM MEPECTPONKH ABJIACTCA 3aME€HA AHTJIMMCKOW MTACCUBHOW KOHCTPYKIIUU PYyC-
CKOM aKTHBHOM, IPU KOTOPOW "aHIIMKUCKOMY IOMJIEKAIIEMY B PyCCKOM IIpea-
JI0)KEHUU COOTBETCTBYET IOMOJIHEHHUE, CTOSIIEE B Hayajle MpeioKeHus (Kak
"maHHoe"); MOJICKAIIUM B PYCCKOM MPEIJIOKEHUH CTAHOBUTCSI CJIOBO, COOT-
BETCTBYIOIIEE AHTJIMACKOMY JOIMOJHEHHUIO C by WM ke Mojyiekaiiee BOoOoOIe
OTCYTCTBYET (Tak Ha3bpiBaeMmas "HeomnpeaeaeHHO-TUYHAs" KOHCTPYKLHMS); hopma
CTpaJlaTeIbHOTO 3aJI0Ta aHIJIMMCKOTO Tjarojia 3ameHsieTcss GopMol JeUCTBH-
TEJIbHOTO 3ajora pycckoro rinarona” [1, ¢. 199]. CpaBuum, Hanpumep:

He was met by his sister.
Ero Bcrperniia cectpa.

The door was opened by a middle-aged Chinese woman. (S.Maugham. A
Casual Affair).
JBeps HaM oTBOpMIIa HeMoJoAas kutasHka. (C.Mosm)

Takoro pona tpanchopmaruu ("maccuB/akTuB'") BCTpEYarOTCsS BEChbMa 4acTo
Y ONHCBIBAIOTCS BO MHOTMX IpaMMaTHKaX aHTJIMMCKOTO SI3blKa, MpEeJHA3HAYEH-
HBIX JUIs pycckoroBopsimux. Kak um apyrue Tpancpopmanuu, OHM SIBISIOTCS
"oOpaTUMbIMU", T.€. MPU MEPEBOJIE C PYCCKOrO S3bIKa HA aHIJIMMCKUNA B COOT-
BETCTBYIOILIMX CIy4YasX MPUMEHSETCS "MPOTUBOIOJIOKHO HapaBIeHHasA" TpaHC-
dbopmanus "akTuB/maccus.

YacTeIMU SBISIOTCSA TAKXKE CIIydad, KOTJa MOJUIeKaIee aHIIITMICKOTO Ipe-
JIO’)KEHUS TIPU MEPEeBOJE Ha PYCCKUM SI3bIK 3aMEHSIETCSI 0OCTOATENbCTBOM. JTa
TpaHcopMalysi UMEET MECTO, HalIPUMEp, KOI'/la aHIJIMKHCKOE MOAJIeXaIlee CTo-
UT B Hayaje MpeAsIoKeHHUs U BbIpaXKaeT T€ WM UHbIE OOCTOSTEIbCTBEHHBIE 3HA-
4yeHHs. B TakoM cirydae HepeaKo B PyCCKOM IEPEBOJIE aHITIMIHCKOE MOAJIEkKAIIEe
3aMEHsIeTCs] Ha OOCTOSITENIbCTBO MECTA:!
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The room was too damn hot. (J.Salinger. The Catcher in the Rye.)

B xomHarte crossna crpamnas xapa. ([Jx. Canunmxep. Haxg nponacteio Bo
PKH.)

B nanHom mpumepe uMeeT MECTO TakKe 3aMeHa 4acTed pedu — TpaHcdop-
Marus npuiarareiasHoro "hot" B cymectBuTenbpHoe "xapa'.

CrnenyeT UMETh B BUAY, UTO BO MHOTHX CIydasiX 3aMEHbI WICHOB IMPEJI0-
KEHUSI 00YyCIIaBIIMBAIOTCS COOOPAKEHUSIMH HE TPAMMAaTHYECKOrO, a CTHIJIMCTH-
4yecKoro mnopsijaka. Tak, B HIKECHEAYIOIIEeM NpUMepe HaOMoJaeTcsl OJHOBpE-
MEHHAs 3aM€Ha KaK WICHOB MPEJIJI0KEHUS, TaK U YaCTEeU peyu:

After dinner they talked long and quietly. (S.Maugham. Before the Party).

ITocne obena y Hux Obutl moaruii, aymeBHbI pasroBop. (C. Mosm. Ilep.
E.KanamuukoBoit).

I'pammaTrueckre HOPMBI PYCCKOTO SI3bIKA BIIOJIHE JIOMYCKAIOT 3/IECh COXpa-
HEHUE CTPYKTYphl ucxoaHoro npemnoxenus: "[lociae obega oHu aoaro u ay-
IIEBHO Pa3roBapvBaiin"; OJHAKO, CTHJIMCTUYECKU TOpa3fo 0oyiee MprueMIIeMbIM
OKa3bIBAETCS MEPBHIA BapUaHT.

Nekuua 9. 3ameHa NPOCTOro NPeasIoXKeHNA CMOXHbIM

HauGomnpiee uuciao ciyyaeB MaHHOTO HW3MEHEHHS] BBI3BAHO CHUCTEMHO-
00yCJIOBIIEHHBIMH NpUYMHAMU. TpaHchopManusi MPUMEHSIETCS OOBIYHO TPHU TIe-
peBOJIe MPOCTHIX AHTIMMUCKUX MPEITI0KEHUM, OCIOKHEHHBIX CUHTAKCUYECKUMU
KOMITOHEHTAaMU — WH(QUHUTUBHBIMHU, TePYyHAUATBHBIMUA, AOCOTIOTHBIMU KOHCT-
pYKUUAMH. "AHTTUNACKHE CUHTAKCHUYECKHE KOMILJIEKCHI HE UMEIOT CHCTEMHOTO
PYCCKOr0 aHajora, 4to JeJNaeT MepeBOgYECKUE TpaHCPOPMALIMY HENZOSKHBIMU "
[22, c. 120]. Kak mpaBwio, Ipu MHEPEBOJIC€ JAHHBIX KOMIUIEKCOB Ha PYCCKUU
SA3bIK MEHSIETCS TUIl MPEJIOKEHUS, TP 3TOM MPOCTOE '"MpeIoKEeHHE peBpa-
[[aeTcsl B CJIOXHOTOJYMHEHHOE, PEXe B CIOKHOCOUYMHEHHoe" [Tam ke]. Ha-
npumep:

He watched Ronnie take an oily rag and plunge it into a small bucket of
black water standing under a far electric bulb. (J.Updike.The Centaur.)

OH Bujein, kak POHHM B3sU1 MPOMACIEHHYIO TPSMKY U OKYHYJI €€ B BEJIEPKO C
YEpHOU BOJIOM, CTOSILIEE TTO01aJIb 1101 BTOpoit tamnoi. ( JIk. Angaiik)
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[IpocThie TpeUIOKEHHST AHTJIOSI3BIYHBIX TEKCTOB, IPEOoOpPa3OBBLIBAsCH B
CJI0KHBIE CTPYKTYPBI NPU MEPEBOJIE, MOJABEPTAIOTCS BHYTPEHHEMY YJICHEHUIO,
Hanpumep:

Wilson stroked his very young moustache and dreamed, watching for his
gin-and-bitters. (G.Greene. The Heart of the Matter.)

ITormaxxusas ele O4eHb PEIKHE YCUKH, Y WIICOH MeYTall, JOKNUAsACh, KOIAa
emy npunecyt y:;kuH. (I'pun I'. CyTb nena.)

[IpeoOpa3zoBanre MOKET O0YCIABIMBATHCS YUCTO TPAMMATHYCCKUMU TIPH-
YUHAMU (OTCYTCTBUE B PYCCKOM SI3BIKE MPSIMBIX COOTBETCTBHIA ), HAIIPUMED:

... I like watching her dance. (G.Greene. The Quiet American.)
... 51 moOaro cMoTpeTh, kak oHa TaHiyeT. (I'.I'pun. Tuxuit amepukanerr.)

... I never even once saw him brush his teeth. (J.Salinger. The Catcher in
the Rye.)

... 1 He Buzen, 4To0bI OH yucTHI 3y0bl. ([x. Conunxep. Han nponactbio
BO PXH.)

B npyrux cmywasx Takue TpaHChOpMAIMKM BBI3BAHBI CTHJIMCTUYECKUMHU
npuurHamMu. Cp. HUKECIENYIOUUNA IPUMED:

They looked sort of poor. (Tam xe).
BujHo ObLIO, YTO OHM JOBOJLHO O€THbIE.

"[TepeBox "OHM BBITISIICIH JOBOJBHO OCTHBIMU" BO3MOXKEH, — OTMEYACT
JI.C. bapxynapoB, — HO CTHJIMCTHYECKH OoJjiee MpUemMyIeM MepBbld BapHaHT"
[1, c. 204]. B cnenyromeM npuMepe KOMILIEKCHAsI JIEKCUKO-TpaMMaTHYeCKast
TpaHc(opMaIus TAaKKe BbI3BIBACTCS CTHJIMCTUUYECKUMU MPUUUHAMU:

At that moment the door was opened by the maid. (S. Maughan. Before the
Party.)

JIBepb oTBOpUMIIAChk, U 3arisHyna ropauyHas. (C. Mosm)

3/1ech UCXOMHOE TIPENJIOKEHHE TOJABEPTraeTCs CASAYIOMUM TpaHchopmaliu-
M B Mpoliecce neperoja: 1) mpocToe MpeasioKEHUe 3aMEHSIETCS CIIOKHBIM; 2)
MOJYMHEHUE 3aMEHSIETCS] COYMHEHHEM; 3) MPOUCXOIUT JIEKCUKO-TpaMMaTH-
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yeckas 3ameHa: "was opened (oTBopuiack)" ; 4) mpeioKHOE JI0NOTHEHHE C by
3aMEHsIeTCS TOJIeKAIIUM; S5) 100aBIseTCs CIOBO "3arisHyna'"; 6) omycKarTCs
ciosa "at that moment". IlonbITka COXpaHUTh UCXOJHYIO KOHCTPYKIIMIO MPUBE-
Ja Obl K TpaMMaTHYECKH JOMYCTUMOM, HO CTHJIMCTHYECKH MaJIONpUeMIeMOn
¢bpaze "B 310 MrHoBeHue aBeph Oblia OTKPhITAa TOPHUYHOU". B pyccKOM si3bIKe
NaccUBHasi KOHCTPYKLHUSI YyHOTPEOSETCS HAMHOTO PEkKe, YeM B aHTJIMHCKOM U
MMEET MHYIO CTHJIMCTUYECKYIO OKPACKy (B aHIJIMHCKOM SI3bIKE '"NACCUB CTUJIU-
CTMUYECKU HEUTpaJieH; X0Ts U Oosiee ynoTpeOuTesaeH B KHHKHO-ITMCbMEHHOM pe-
YU; B PyCCKOM XK€ SI3bIKEe (popMa CTPaAaTESIbHOIO 3aJI0ra MOYTH UCKIIFOUUTEIBHO
orpaHuyeHa c@epoil KHUKHO-IUCbMEHHON peuH, MPEenMYIIEeCTBEHHO O(duULU-
alpHOrO M HayyHoro xanpa'" [1, c. 2035].

PaccmoTpenHble cUHTaKcHYeCKHe TpaHCc(OpMalMK JT0OBOJIBHO YacTO BCTpe-
yaroTcs B nepeBogueckor npakruke. Hanpumep, H.JI. Onbianckas u H.M. ba-
JasiH MCCIIEJOBAIM CUHTAKCHC aBTOPCKOM PeYr B OPUTMHAIIE U IIEPEBOJE HA OC-
HoBe HoBesul JDk. Payn3a W NPULUIM K CIEAYIOLIEMY BBIBOAY: AHIIIMMCKUMN
TeKCT HoBeJuibl [[x. @ayi3a B aBTOPCKOM IOBECTBOBAaHUHU IpejcraBieH 181
IIPOCTBIM NpeoKeHueM, a pycckuid — 208. CokpallleHHe U yIPOILIEHUE CIIOXK-
HOM CHHTaKCHUYECKOW CTPYKTYpPhI BEIET U K YCTPAHEHUIO €€ MHOI'O3HA4YHOCTH,
YCTaHOBJICHUIO OJHO3HAYHBIX OTHOUIEHUN MexAy kommnoHeHtamu: "llepeBon-
YUK aHaJU3UPYET UCXOJHOE COO0IIeHue, Mpeoldpa3yeT B Oojiee MPOCTHIE U YET-
K€ (OpMbI, TPAHCIIOHUPYET UX HA ITOM YPOBHE B CUCTEMY MCXOAHOTO SI3bIKA U
3aTeM PEKOHCTPYUPYET coodIIeHns Ha nepeBoaHou s3bik" [31, c. 11].

Jlekuma 10. 3ameHa CNOXXKHOro NpeanoXXeHUA NPOCTbIM

[Ipu Xyn0XkecTBEHHOM TEPEBOJI€ JIAHHBIN TUI CHHTAKCHYECKOoW TpaHcdop-
Mallly BbI3BaH, B OCHOBHOM, HOPMaTUBHO-CTHWJIMCTUYECKUMH NpUYMHaMu. B ya-
CTHOCTHU, B aHIJMHUCKUX XYJOKECTBEHHBIX TEKCTaX OTMEYaeTcss OOJIbIIOi
YAEJbHBIN BEC CIIOXKHOMOJUYMHEHHBIX MMPEUIOKEHUHN 110 CPABHEHUIO C PYCCKUMU
Tekctamu [24, ¢. 65-66]. B pe3ynbrate MOXKET NPOUCXOAUTH '"CBEpThIBaHUE"
NPUAATOYHBIX MPEIOKEHUN B MpUYacTHE (IPUYACTHBIA O0OpOT), Aeenpuya-
CTHE (IeenpuyacTHbIl 000POT), OTTIIATOJIBHOE CYIIECTBUTEIHHOE C MPEIOTroM,
HaIpumep:

As they scattered among the scrolling iron desk-legs, their brainless

heads and swishing glabellae brushed at the ankles of the girls. (J. Updike. The
Centaur.)
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PacchinmaBIIMCh MeK THYTBIX KeJIe3HbIX HOKeK MapT, OHU CBOUMH O€3-
MO3TJIBIMU TOJIOBaMH YJIapsiiu AeBOYEK 1Mo Horam. (Jk. Anjaik)

PaccmoTpum cnepyronue npuMepbl 3aMEHbI CIIOKHOTO MPEIJIOKEHUS TTPO-
CTBIM IIPU HIEPEBOE:

... I figured 1 probably wouldn't see him again till Christmas vacation
started. (J.Salinger.The Catcher in the Rye.)

... 51 coobOpazmii, 9TO 10 HAYAJIA POKAECTBEHCKUX KAHUKYJI S €T0 HE yBU-
Ky. (k. Comunmkep. Hag nmponacTthio BO piku.)

It was pretty nice to get back to my room, after I left old Spencer... (Tam xe)
[TpusitHo OBUTO OT cTapuka CrneHcepa monacTh K cede B KOMHATY.

It was so dark I couldn't see her. (Tam xe)
51 ee B TeMHOTE HE MOT BHJICTb.

Yacto nepeBoadTcsl Ha PYCCKUM SI3bIK MPOCTHIMU MPEJIOKECHUSIMU aHTIIUI-
CKHE€ CIIO)KHOIIOAYMHECHHBIC TMPEIOKEHUS, COAEpKAIINEe KOHCTPYKIHIO it 1S /
was ... that / who. "JlaHHas 3aKOHOMEPHOCTb MPOCIICKUBACTCS PEUMYIIECTBEH-
HO TIPU TEPEBOJIE MPHUIAATOYHBIX OMPEIACIUTEIBHBIX U MPUIATOYHBIX 00CTOS-
TEJIbCTBEHHBIX npeayoxeHuid" [23, ¢. 71]. Hanpumep:

It was I who had attended the wearisome Press Conferences... (G.Greene.
The Quiet American.)

Mue camoMy MPUXOIUIOCHh BBICH)KHBATh YTOMHTEIbHbBIE MPecc-KOHpEpeH-
uuu. (I.I'pun. Tuxuit amepukanerr.)

It was just before the end of the war that she fell out of love with him.
(S.Maugham. Theatre.)

A He3azoJro 10 KoHia BoiHbI Jkymnus ero pasmoouia. (C. Moam. Teatp.)

B ICPBOM IIPUMECPC IMMPCACTABJICH IICPCBOJ IPUAATOYHOI'O OIPCACIUTCIIbHO-
ro npeI0OKCHUA, 4 BO BTOPOM — IIPUAATOYHOTO 00CTOSITEILCTBEHHOTO.
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Jlekuma 11. HYneHeHne npennoXeHunA

UiieHeHHe MpeaJIoKEHUs, P KOTOPOM OJHO MCXOAHOE MpeAJIOKEeHUE (4a-
1I€ CJIOKHOE U pexe MpocToe) npeobpasyercs B ABa (1 Ooliee), TakkKe aKTyallb-
HO JUIS XYyJO0KECTBEHHOIO0 NMEPEBOA U 00YCIaBIMBAETCS HOPMATUBHBIMU IpU-
YUHAMHU.

AHTHIICKHE TIPEIOKEHUS MOTYT OBITh TIEPETPYKEHBI HHPOpMaUel, 00b-
EAMHSIONIEH HECKOJIBKO OTHOCUTEJIBHO HE3aBHUCHMBIX MbICiel. "CoxpaHATh B
NEPEBOJIE CTPYKTYPY MOJOOHBIX aHIJIMHCKUX MPEJIOKEHUN Heleliecoo0pasHo,
T.K. [10100HAasI IEPErpy>KEHHOCTb NPEIOKEHHUSI HHPOpPMALUENl HE COOTBETCTBY-
€T HopMaM pycckoro s3bika” [22, ¢. 122]. Hanpumep:

Caldwell's strange silhouette took on dignity, his shoulders — a little narrow
for so large a creature — straightened, and he moved with such pressured stoic
grace, that the limp was enrolled 1n his stride. (J.Updike. The Centaur.)

[MpuuynuBas gurypa Konayasia ucnosHunace 1ocTouHcTBa. Ero mueun —
y3KOBaThl€ JJIsl TAKOr0 OOJBILIOrO CyIIECTBA — pacnpaBuianchk. OH LIeN co caep-
JKAaHHOW CTOMYECKOM Tpalyer, OTYEr0o XpOMOTa CIOBHO BIIMBANIAch B €r0 IIO-
cTynb. (JIK. Angaik)

[Ipotiecc uneHeHUs: CI0KHOTO MPEUIOKEHUSI Ha HECKOJIBKO CaMOCTOSITENb-
HBIX SBJISIETCS HauOoJsiee SIPKO BBIPAKEHHBIM CIy4aeM aBTOHOMM3AIMU HCXO/I-
HBIX CTPYKTYp, HApUMEp, B APAMATUYECKUX MTPOU3BEICHUSX:

Caesar: You have been growing up since the Sphinx introduced us the other
night and you think you know more than I do already. (B.Shaw. Caesar and
Cleopatra.)

He3apb: C tex mop kak CPUHKC MO3HAKOMUJI HAC BUEPAIIHEH HOYBIO, ThI
BbIpocia. M Tel yxke mymaenis, uto 3Haewb Oosblie, yem s? (b.Ioy.lle3aps u
Kneonartpa.)

3nech CllokHasi CUHTaKCHU4ecKass KOHCTpykuus "...; and..." Tpanchopmupy-
€TCS B 2 CIIOKHONOJYUHEHHBIX MPEIJI0KEHUS "'C paCIIETUIEHUEM B CaMOM Clla-
OOM 3BEHE UX CBSI3U, — MIEPE]l TOUKOM C 3aMsITON, yKa3bIBAIOIIEH HA OTHOCUTEb-
HYIO HE3aBUCUMOCTh JABYX Os0k0B" [19, ¢. 138].

UiieHEeHUE MPUBOJUT K YMEHBIICHUIO JJIMHBI MPEIJI0KEHUS MPU MEPEBOJIE.
Pa36uBka "rpoMo3aKuX" KOHCTPYKIIMN Ha CAMOCTOSATEIIbHBIC DJIEMEHTHI BEJIET U
K YIIPOIIEHUIO CTPYKTYpPHI Npeanoxenus. Hanpumep:
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The inhabitants have been so long out of the world that, and manners and
literature, they depend to a great extent on hearsay, and a function that in Hedes
would be considered elaborate would doubtless be hailed by a Chicago beef-
princess as "perhaps" a little flashy". (F.Fitzgerald. The Diamond as Big as the
Ritz.)

MecTHbI€ KUTEIU JIaBHBIM-JIaBHO OTCTald OT MHUpaA CEro, U XOTh U OYEHb
CTaparoTCs MOCHETh 3a MOJOW, HO JKUBYT OOJBIICH YacThiO MOHACHbBIIIKE. Yn-
Karckoil BETUMHOM MPUHIIECCE UX OJICkK/1a, MAHEPHI U JIMTEPATYPHBIE BKYCHI, KO-
HEYHO, MOKaxyTcs "Kak-To cierka npouuiorogoumu”. (O. duripxkepansbn)

Hanpumep, cpeansis ajinHa npejioKeHus: B aBTOPCKOM MMOBECTBOBAHUU HO-
BeJuibl J[k.@ayn3a "bamns u3 uepHoro aepesa’ paBHa 17,5 cnoBa, a B mepeBoe
Ha pycckuil a3bIk 14,6 cnoBa; ganuble o HoBeswie @.C.OuTtKepanbaa "An-
MaszHas ropa" cocTaBiIsOT cOOTBETCTBeHHO 19,2 1 12,2 ciosa [23, 70].

WNuorpa npu nepeBojie TPUXOIUTCSI OJJHOBPEMEHHO MPUOEraTh K WICHEHHUIO
U K OOBECIMHECHHUIO TpeMIoXKeHUd. Tak, B HWKECICAYIOIIEM NPHUMEPE OIHO
MpeUIOKEHNE TOJIMHHUKA WICHUTCS Ha J[Ba, MPUYEM YacTh BTOPOW COCTaB-
nsromei (clause) aHTTUHCKOTO MPEUIOKEHUST TEPEHOCUTCST BO BTOpOE (caMo-
CTOSITEILHOE) MPEJJIOKEHUE PYCCKOTO TEKCTA, T.€. OOBEIUHSETCS C TPEThEU Co-
CTaBJISIIONIEH. DTO HEOOXOAMMO IS JOCTHXKEHUSI CMBICIIOBOTO M CHHTAaKCHYe-
CKOro "paBHOBeCHS" IBYX PYCCKHUX MPEIJIOKECHUM:

You couldn't see the grandstand too hot, but you could hear them all yelling,
deep and terrific on the Pencey Side, because practically the whole school ex-
cept me was there... (J.Salinger. The Catcher in the Rye.)

TpubyH s KaKk ciaeAayeT pa3risiieTh HE MOT, TOJBKO CJIbIXaj, KaKk TaM OpYT.
Ha mameit ctopone opajii BO BCIO TJIOTKY — TaM coOpaiach BCS IIKOJIA, KPOME
MeHsL... (k. Conunmpkep. Hax nponactbio BO piki.)

CkazaHHOE CIpPaBeJIMBO HE TOJBKO ISl KOHTAKTHBIX MPEUIOKEHUH, HO U
1utst KoHTakTHBIX CDE (cBepxdpazoBbix equHcTB), T1ie ogqH0 CDOE nmepeBogutcs
nByms. Hanpumep:

The monkey was in bed — not his own basket, but Uncle Vita's big white
bed, <...>. Uncle Vita, with some kind of pungent oil, was rubbing his chest.
While he worked <...> have any luck again. (R.P.Warren. All the King’s Men.)

OO0e3bsiHKA JIeKaia B MMOCTEM — HE B CBOEW KOp3MHE, a mocepearuHe 00b-
moi Oenmoit moctenu nsaau Buthl, 00n0KeHHOW moaymkamu. <..> [sans Bura
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KaKUM-TO OCTPO MaXHYIIUM MacjOM pacTupan 00€3bsHKE Tpyib. <...>HUKOTJa
He BuaaTh 6ombie cuacthi. (Pobept [1an Yoppen. U Best koposieBckas paTh.)

Tpancdopmanueld 0OpaTHOM MO CPaBHEHUIO C YJICHEHUEM SIBISETCS O0be-
JUHEHUE MPEIJI0KEHU M.

Nlekuna 12. O6beagnHEHNE NPEeaSTIOXEHNN

O0benuHeHne MPEUIOKECHU 3aKI0YaeTcs B MPeoO0pa3oBaHUU JBYX (WU
OoJiee) caMOCTOSTENbHBIX PEJIOKEHUH B OJIHO Mpeiokenne. Hampumep:

That was a long time ago. It seemed like fifty years ago. (J.Salinger. The
Catcher in the Rye.)

D10 OBUIO JABHO — Ka3aJIOCh, YTO MPONLIO JEeT narbaecsT. (Jx. Canunmxep.
Han nponacTeio BO pxu.)

The only thing that worried me was our front door. It creaks like a bastard.
(Tam xe)

OnHo MeHs 0eclOKOUIIO — Hallla MapaiHasi ABEPh CKPUIIUT KaK OroJITesNas.

OObenvHEeHHE NPEJIOKEHNUN, COXpaHsAs "MHPOPMALMOHHYIO LIEHHOCTh U
TEKCTOBYIO crassHHOCTR" [18, ¢. 83], NpUBOAUT K KOMIPECCHUU BHICKA3bIBAHUS:

He sat in Richard's dirty old leather chair, leaving her all of the white sofa.
She did not sit, or eat, but prowled along the windows, holding her glass by its
steam, her white pants taking long soundless strides, her hair almost floating be-
hind her. (J. Updike. Marry Me.)

OH cuzen B rpsA3HOM KOXaHOM Kpecie Puuapna, octaBuB mis Camim BeCh
Oesblil AMBaH, HO OHA HE ceja U He cTaja ecTh, a Opouia BAOJIb OKOH, JepKa B
pyke Ookall, ee HOrM B OenbpIX Oprokax OeclIyMHO OTMEPSUIM JJIMHHBIE ILIArd,
BOJIOCHI UyTh He JieTenu c3aiu. (k. Annank)

Church chimes, the chimes of lemon-yellow St. John's, sounded the hour. It
was fine. (Tam xe)

Yacel Ha LIEPKBU — JINMOHHO-KENTON LIEpKBU cBATOro Moranua — npoouiu
IISITh y1apOB.
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[Tpumepsl CBUAETENBCTBYIOT O TOM, YTO KOMIIOHEHTHI aKTyalbHOTO YJICHE-
HUS BBICKA3bIBaHUS, HECMOTPS HA 00BEUHEHNE BHYTPEHHEW CTPYKTYpHI, OCTa-
JUCh HEM3MEHHBIMH, CMBICT TiepeaaH 6e3 oTkiioHeHuid. Kommpeccust (cBepThiBa-
HUE) BHYTPU KOMIIOHEHTOB aKTYyaJbHOTO HWIECHEHHS HE BbI3BAJIa KaKWUX-JIHOO
CMBICJIOBBIX HMCKa)XCHHI, TMMOCKOJBKY TeMa M peMa IpH TEepPeBOAE COXPaHUIIH
CBOM (PyHKIIUU.

[IpaBna, eciu B mosiHOM (hpaze 0OBEIUHSIETCS HECKOJIBKO COOOIICHUN U, CO-
OTBETCTBEHHO, HECKOJIBKO PEM, MPHU MEPEBOAE ITH PEMbl HEPEIKO CIUBAIOTCS B
onny (Pema — 3To HOBast uHpopMaLus).

Hcxons v3 u3I0KeHHOro, MOKHO TOBOPUTH O TOM, YTO MepeBojaa 0e3 mo-
Tepb He ObiBaeT. MIHpOpMaIrmonHas Teopus nepeBoja MoATBEPXKIAET ITO TOJI0-
xenue. "l[lepeBoj coxpaHseT JUITb YaCTh OPUTHHAIA, B KOMMYHUKAIIMHU C HEUC-
MOJIb30BaHUEM JIBYX SI3BIKOB, KaK U B JIFOOOH Jpyroil KOMMYHHUKAIIUHN, HEM30EK-
Hbl notepu” [20, c. 215].

AHaNIOrMYHO PaCCMOTPEHHBIM MPUMEpPaM B MPEAbLAYIIEM pa3jeie, 00beau-
HEHHE XapaKTEPHO HE TOJIBKO NpeioxkeHusM, Ho 1 COE. Hanpumep:

Anne spent a year going to parties in the city, and got engaged. <...> was
studying abroad. Anne quit going to parties, except an occasional party at the
Landing in the summer. <...> she was pushing thirty. (R.P.Warren. All the
King’s Men.)

AHHa roJi BeIe3Kayia Ha Oayibl M ObLIa MOMOJIBJICHA. <...>, a AJlaM y4uJICs 3a
rpanunieii. Ha 6aabl AHHa yXe He e37uia — TOJIbKO M3peKa Ha JICTHUE Beue-
punku B Jleagunre. <...> Eit 6p110 y)e okono tpuaiatu. (Pooeprt IIaa Yopen.
U Bcs KopoJieBcKas paTh.)

JlaHHBIN TTpUMEpP CBUIETEILCTBYET O BO3MOXHOCTH MEPEBOA JIBYX TEKCTO-
BBIX €IWHUI] OTHOMU.

Jlekuma 13. 3ameHa OBYCOCTaBHOIo NpeanoXeHunaA
OAHOCOCTaBHbIM

Bynyun noctaTodyHO peaKUM THUIOM TpaHC(POpPMAllMHM, OHA BBI3bIBAETCS B
XYZ0KECTBEHHOM IEPEBOJIE CUCTEMHO-O0YCIOBICHHBIMHU ITPUUNHAMU. AHIIINN-
CKOE NpPEeaJIOKEHHE, Kak MpaBUIIO, TpeOyeT HaJIuyusi B CBOEM COCTaBe O0OMX
IJIaBHBIX WICHOB. B pycckoM s3bIKe JBYCOCTaBHOCTb IPEIOKEHHSI HEeoOs3a-
TE€JIbHA, HAIIPUMED:
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It was delicious, the way my voice made her swirl, thrust, wag and whine.
(J.Updike. The Centaur).

bbuto Tak npuATHO, KOrja 3aciblllaB MOW TOJIOC, OHA CTaja BEPTEThCA,
I0JIUTh, BUWISTH XBOCTOM U BU3kaTh. (J[>k. Anmaik)

Eme npumep:
I'm terribly sorry you should think that of me, Dr. Macphail. (S.Maughan)

MHe o4eHb IPYCTHO, YTO BbI CUMTACTE MEHS TakuM, TokTop Makdaiir. (C.
Monm)

Coueranus, mogoOHbIe "to be sorry", BeIpakaromide 3MOIMOHAIBLHOE CO-
CTOSTHUE WM OLIEHOYHBIE CYXJICHUSI CYOBEKTa BBIPAKAIOTCS TJIArojiOM-CBSI3KOM
to be U mpunaraTenbHBIM WK "TIpeTepUuTHBIM npudactuem" [7, ¢. 17], ynoTpeo-
JCHHBIMH B TIpeaukaTUBHON (yHkiuu. [Ipu mepeBoje, Kak CBHACTEILCTBYET
MIpUMEP BBIIIE, BO3MOXHO M3MEHEHHE BCETO MPEIJIOKEHHUS, COAEPKAIIEro IMo-
nooHoe coueranue B 11esioM ("I am sorry" — "MHe xaib, MHE TPYCTHO").

Jlekuma 14. 3ameHa Tuna CUHTaKCU4YeCKon CBA3U

Kak B aHrIuiicKOM, Tak U B PYCCKOM SI3bIKE MPEIJIOKEHHUS MOTYT COEIH-
HATHCS JIPYT C APYTOM KakK MPU MOMOIIM COYMHUTEITHHOMN, TaK W MPU TTOMOIIH
MOJIYMHUTEIBHON CBsA3U. "OMHAKO B LEJIOM JJIsi PYCCKOTO s3bIKa OoJiee xapak-
TEpPHO TIPe00IalaHe COYNHUTEIHHBIX KOHCTPYKIIHA, B TO BpeMs KaK B aHTIIUH-
CKOM $I3bIKE TIOJTYMHEHUE €CIIH He MPe0dIIalaeT, TO, BO BCAKOM Cllydae, BCTpeya-
ercs yaiie, ueMm B pycckom" [1, c. 207]. TloaTroMy npu nepeBojie ¢ aHTJIHICKOro
A3bIKa HA PYCCKUHM 4acTO MPOUCXOIUT 3aMEHA MOJUMHEHUS MTPEII0KEHUN COun-
HeHueM. CpaBHUM:

We had strolled to the front yard where Dill stood looking down the street at
the dreary face of the Radley Place. (H.Lee. To Kill a Mocking Bird.)

Mp1 nomenucsh B NaaucaaHuK, Wi BBITIIAHYJI Ha YIUIy UM YCTaBWICS Ha
MpauHbiil 1oM Paanu. (X. JIu. YOurts nepecmeniHuka. )
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I didn't sleep too long, because I think it was only around ten o'clock when I
woke up. I felt pretty hungry, as soon as I had a cigarette. (J. Salinger. The
Catcher in the Rye.)

Cman s HeoAro, KaxeTcsi, ObIIO YacoB JECITh, KOTJa sl MPOCHYJCS. BhIKy-
pPHIJI CUTapeTy W cpa3y MOYYBCTBOBaJI, Kak s mporosogancs. (Jx. Comuumkep.
Han npomnacTteio BO pxu.)

Cnenyer oOpaTuTh BHUMaHHE Ha TO, YTO 3aMEHA MOJYMHEHUS] COUYMHEHUEM
B OOJIBIIMHCTBE CIIy4aeB COUETACTCS C 3aMEHOI COI03HOM CBS3H OECCOI03HOM.

B cnenyromeM npumMepe 3amMeHa NOJUMHEHHUS COUYMHEHHEM COUYETAECTCS C
TpaHchopMalMen CI0KHOTO NPEJIOKEHHUS] B IPOCTOE ¢ OJHOPOJIHBIMH CKa3ye-
MBIMHU:

Stradlater kept whistling 'Song of India' while he shaved. (J.Salinger. The
Catcher in the Rye.)

Crpaiianeitep Opuics u HacBucTbiBan "Muauiickyto nechio"... (Ix. Co-
muHxep. Hax nponactbio BO piki.)

3aMeHa MOJYMHHUTENILHON CBS3M COYMHEHUEM (B TOM 4YHCIIE OECCOIO3HBIM)
MOYKET UMETh MECTO U B Mpeeax NPOCTOrO MPEIJIOKEHHS, KaK HAIPUMED:

... I lived in the Ossenburger Memorial Wing of the new dorms. (J.Salinger.
The Catcher in the Rye.)

... 51 )xun B xopnyce umenu Occenbeprepa, B HoBoM oOmexutuu. (Jx. Co-
muHxep. Haa nponactbio BO piki.)

OnHolt M3 OCHOBHBIX NMPUYUH MOJO0OHOM TpaHC(OpMALMK SIBISETCS WH]IU-
BUIyaJbHO-TIepeBogueckas. Hanpumep:

Since my success had brought me many new friends, I began to see him
more frequently. (S.Maugham. The razor's edge).

brnaronmapst ycnexy Moux mbec y MEHS MOSBUIIOCH MHOTO HOBBIX JPY3€il, U
MBI cTanu BcTpedaThbes yanie. (C. Moam)

[Ipu mepeBoje MaHHOTO MPEIJIOKEHUS MOXKHO OBUTIO COXpPAaHUTH THI CHH-
TaKCUYECKOH CBSI3H, OJIHAKO, IEPEBOUUK [0 COOCTBEHHOMY BBIOODPY YIIOTPEOUI
BMECTO CJIOKHOTIOAUYNHEHHOTO CJI0KHOCOYMHEHHOE MPEAIOKEHNUE.

[TpumepomM JOMUHHMPOBAHUS CHHTAKCHYECKOTO Hayajia B aHTJIIMICKOM SI3bIKE
MOJKET CIY>KUTh 4acToe yHnoTpeOaeHne OJHOPOAHBIX YJICHOB MPEIIOKECHHS, CO-
eIMHEHHBIX COI030M and, KOTOpbIe MPHUHAIEKAT K PA3IHMYHBIM JIOTUYECKUM
wia”am [15, 13]. Hanpumep, B pacckasze B.Caposina "A Number of the Poor":

51



One summer [ worked two months in a grocery store... It was a little store on
Grove Street in the slums. The people who came to the store were all interesting
and poor.

Kak-To nerom s paboTan npoaaBlioM B OakajaeiHOM JIaBKe... ITO ObLia JIaB-
yoHnka Ha ['poyB Ctpur, B pailoHe Tpyiio0, 1 Bce MOKynaTelu ObUTd OeHSKH,
HO 32TO 04YeHb HHTEPECHbIE JIIOIN.

[IpunararensHbie interesting ¥ poor OTHOCATCS K Pa3HbIM JIOTUYECKUM ILj1a-
HaM; B aHTJIMHUCKOM MPEJIOKEHUU OHM 'CLeTUIeHbI" cO30M and, a B mepeBO/Ie
MIPUXOJIUTCS UX PAa3bEAUHUTD U Ja)Ke MPOTUBOIIOCTABUTH IPYT APYTY, CTOJb BE-
JMKa B JAHHOM CJIy4ae UX JIOTUYECKasi HECOBMECTUMOCT.

Ho u3MmeHeHne CHHTAaKCHYECKOW CBSI3M MPU IMEPEBOJIE OCYIIECTBISETCA HE
TOJIBKO Ha YPOBHE TMPEJUIOKEHUS WA CIOBOCOYCTAHUS, HO U HA ypoBHE (pa3
(Cepxdpazosoe equnctBo — COE).

[To nannusim B.Cramna, 60 % Mexdpa3oBbix CBA3€l MOKHO TpaHCHOPMUPO-
BaTh B COUMHUTEIBHYIO CBs3b, 10 % — B anmo3uTUBHYIO U TOJbKO 4 % — B 1O~
YUHUTENIBbHY0. (20 % mpeacTaBistoT cOOOM rpaHULbI MEXIY MOBECTBOBATEIb-
HBIMHU U UHBIMM KOMMYHUKATUBHBIMHU TUIIaMU TIpeaiokeHuil). CpaBHeHUE Opu-
ruHana u nepesona "Marry Me" u "JlaBaii noxxenumcesa" [x. Annaiika, mpous-
BeaeHHoe juHreuctamu E.I1. MaryskoBoii, M./I. IllexoBueBoii u A.A. ®poro-
BbIM, [0Ka3aJi0, YTO B MOJABJISIONIEM OOJBIIMHCTBE MEK(Ppa3oBbIe CBSI3U OpU-
ruHajia '"paccMaTpuBarOTCs MEPEBOJIYMKOM KaK MOTEHUIHAIBHO COYMHUTEIbHBIE,
100 00beIMHEHNE ABYX aHTJIMACKUX MPEIIOKESHUN B OHO WM Iepepacipe/ie-
JieHUue BHYTPU(PA30BBIX CBS3€H HJET MO JMHUU SKCIUIUKAIMU KOOPIUHAIIMOH-
HbIX oTHOIIeHu" [18, c. 84].

Hanpumep, "boiins Ne 5" K.Bonneryra mnpejcraBiser coO0Oil MOBECTBOBA-
HUE OT l-ro nuila, B KOTOPOM, COOTBETCTBEHHO, MHOT'O Pa3rOBOPHBIX 3JIEMEH-
TOB, pEaJln3yeMbIX B OCHOBHOM Ha JIEKCHUYECKOM U I'PaMMAaTHYECKOM YPOBHSX.
KomMmneHcupysi HEBO3MOKHOCTh COXPAHUTh BCE ATHU SIBJICHUS, NMEPEBOJUUK IIU-
POKO UCIOJIB3YET MPUCOECAUHUTEIBHBIE KOHCTPYKINUH, TPUAAIOLINE BHICKA3bIBA-
HUIO XapaKTep CIOHTAaHHOCTH, JOJAYMbIBAaHUS B MPOIECCE TOBOPEHHUSI, YTO CBOM-
CTBEHHO 3By4alleil peun. CpaBHUM:

Prisoners of war from many lands came together that morning at such a
place in Dresden. (K.Vonnengut. Slaughter house Five).

A BOCHHOIUICHHBIX M3 MHOTHUX CTpaH coOpaju B TO YTPO B ONPEICICHHOM
Mmecre, B [pesnene. ( K. Bonneryt. boitns Ne5.)

I was there. O'Hara was there. (Tam xe)
N s 6611 Tam. 1 O'Xapa tam Ob1II.

52



B nepeBonax mopoii naxke ab3aripl HAYMHAIOTCS C COIO30B.

They laughed and laughed... (Tam xe)

M oHM X0XO0TaIu, XOXOTAJIH, XOXOTAJIH BOBCIO.

Montana screamed and screamed.

N Monrana 3aBu3xaina. OHa BU3Kajia, He yMOJKas. (TaM Ke)

I think of how useless the Dresden part of my memory has been...
N s nymaro: no dero Oecrosie3Hbl Bce Mou BocmoMmuHaHus o [lpesne-
HE...(Tam xe)

HpI/ICOCI[I/IHI/ITCJIBHBIG CBA3H, UCIIOJIB30BAHHBLIC B IMOCJICAHEM IIPUMCPE, TaK-
KC YCHIIMBAKOT KOI'C3UIO TCKCTA: CCJIIM B OPUI'MHAJIBHOM TCKCTC OHA 4YaCTO OCY-
MECCTBIIACTCA 3a CUCT aHa(l)OpI/IIIHBIX 33M€CTHTCHCﬁ, JICKCUYCCKUX ITOBTOPOB, TO
3ACCHh HCHTP TAXKCCTU IICPCMCIICH B CUHTAKCHUC.

Jlekuma 15. lameHeHne akTyanbHOro YneHeHnA npeanoxenua (A4Yl)
npu nepesoae

TouHOCTH OCBOCHUST 00pA3HON CHCTEMBI OPUTHUHAJIA TEPEBOAYUKOM 3aBUCHT
OT aJI€KBATHOTO BOCIPOMU3BEIICHUSI CTPYKTYPhI BBIPAXKAEMOTO B MPEIJI0KEHUU
CYXJICHUS, T.€. aKTyaJIbHOIO0 4YIEHEHUs npejioxkeHus. [Ipu 3ToM BakHEWIINM
(dakTopoM, 0O0ECIEUUBAIOIIUM pacHpeeieHUe KOMMYHUKATUBHBIX (DYHKIIHI
MEKy WICHAMH MPEIJIOKEHUS, ABISIETCS MOPSAIOK CIIOB.

B cneumansHON nuTeparype TPaJUIMOHHBIM CTAJIO MPOTHBONOCTABICHUE
CBOOOTHOTO TOPSI/IKA CJIOB B PYCCKOM SI3bIKE U (PUKCHPOBAHHOTO B aHTJIHICKOM.
Bwmecrte ¢ TeM CONMOCTaBUTENbHBIN aHAIN3 HEKOTOPBHIX MHBEPCUOHHBIX CTPYKTYP
B AQHIJIOS3bIYHOM U PYCCKOSI3bIYHOM TEKCTAaX CBUJIETEILCTBYET KaK O MpEyBEIu-
YeHUU (PUKCUPOBAHHOCTHU AHTIIMUCKOTO CJIIOBOIOPSIKA, TAK U O MEPEOIEHKE T0-
3UIIMOHHON CBOOOJIBI CJIOB B MPEJIOKEHUN PYCCKOTO s3bIKa. Paznmuunoe coort-
HoOIlIeHUE (POPMANILHOTO M aKTYaJIbHOT'O YJICHEHHS B MPEJJIOKEHUU PYCCKOTO U
AHTJIMHACKOTO SI3BIKOB TMPOSIBIISIETCS B Pa3IU4HON (yHKIMOHATHHOU HArpyKeH-
HOCTH CJIOBONOpsiAKa. ECIM B aHTIIMICKOM SI3BIKE MOPSIOK CIOB IMPEKIE BCETO
HaIlpaBJICH Ha BbIPA)KEHUE KOMMYHHUKATHBHOIO THUMA MPEIJIOXKEHUS U OIpese-
JICHWE I'PaMMAaTUYECKUX OTHOLICHUN MEXK]y €ro 4JI€HaMH, TO B PyCCKOM JOMHU-
HAHTHBIMU (YHKIHUSIMH CJIIOBOMOPSJIKA SIBJSIOTCS CBSI3YIOMIAs U PEMOBBIICIIH-
tenbHas [32, c. 36]. I3mMeHeHue TpaAuMOHHOIO MOPSIAKA CIOB KaK B aHIJIOS-
3BIYHOM, TaK U B PYCCKOSI3BIYHOM TEKCTaX CIOCOOCTBYET OCYIIECTBJICHHIO IO-
3ULMOHHON KOHTAKTHOCTH NPEJIOKEHUU B XYJIOKECTBEHHOM IPOU3BEICHUM,
HaIpaBJICHO Ha BBIPAKEHHUE dM(]a3bl, pUTMHU3AINIO TTOBECTBOBAHUS.
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3HAYNUTETHLHBIMU AM(DATHUESCKIMH BO3MOKHOCTSIMA M B PYCCKOM, M B aHT-
JUNCKOM $sI3bIKe 001asiaeT (hpa3zoHavYaIbHASI HHBEPCHS.

Hecoxpanenue ¢pa3oHa4albHOTO TMOJOKECHHUS MAOIMOJIHEHUS B TEPEeBOJIE
BCTpPEYAETCS JOBOJBHO YacTO, KOTJIa MHBEPCHUS B AHTJIMMCKOM MPEIIOKCHHUH
o0yCJIOBJIeHa COOOPaKCHUSMH TTO3WITMOHHONW KOHTAKTHOCTH JJICMCHTOB U HE
CIYKUT TeNIIM dM(Da3bi:

...But for this apparently he had no inclination. (S.Maugham. Theatre.)

Ho, no-suagumomy, Poxkep He uMen HU MaJIEMIIEN CKIIOHHOCTU K Tearpy.
(C. Moowm. Teatp.)

®pa3zoHayaibHas UHBEPCUS CKa3yeMOro B IEPEBOJIE HA PYCCKHUM SA3BIK, KaK
npaBuio, He coxpanserca. Hu onun u3 33 npumepoB (pa3zoHavyaibHON UHBEP-
cun ckazyemoro, noiaydeHHbix H.JI.Onpmanckoit 1 H.M.banasin B pe3yinbrare
crutoutHoro aHanu3a pomanoB [[x.Ioncyopeu "CoOctBennuk", I'p.I'puna "Tu-
xuii amepukanen" u C.Mosma "Tearp" He nepeBOOUTCA HA PYCCKUM S3bIK aHa-
JIOTUYHBIMU IPaMMAaTHUUYECKUMU CpeACTBaMHU. B 4acTHOCTH, MHBEPTUPOBAHHBIN
MPEIUKATUBHBIN YJIEH COCTABHOIO MMEHHOTO CKa3yeMoro OOBIYHO CTAaBHUTCS B
KOHELl pyCCKOT'0 MPEJJIOKEHUS B CBSI3U C JOCTATOYHOM 3M(PATUYHOCThIO KOHEY-
HOM No3UlK B pycckoM si3bike (18 cimyuaeB) [23, c. 74]. Hanpumep:

Indulgent and severe was her look. (J.Galsworthy. The Man of Property.)
B3rusan ee 6b11 cHucxoauTeseH u ctpor. ([x. ['oncyopeu. CoOcTBEHHUK. )

What muga men are! (S. Maugham. Theatre.)
Jo uero ke myxxuunbl riaynbl! (C. Mosm. Teatp.)

CTUTUCTUYECKN 3HAYMMYIO TIO3UIIMIO B TIEPEBOIEC TPATUIIMOHHO 3aHUMAIOT
U (hpa3zoHavaIbHBIE OOCTOSATEILCTBA O0pa3a U CTENEHU JEHCTBUS, T.€. B PyCCKOM
MPEIIOKEHUH OHU pacrojiararoTcs Jaubo B Havaie, JIMOO Mocie Tiaroja cka-
3yemoro (18 u3 25 npumepoB). 11 Bo BTopoM citydae, Mbl UMEEM JIE€JI0 C CUHTAK-
cuaeckoi Tpanchopmarnmeit. Hanpumep:

And fast into this perilous gulf of night walked Bossiney. (J.Galsworthy.
The Man of Property.)

N bocuHu men ObICTPO, NPSMO B BOJHBI HOYM, TIPO3UBLIEH Oenoil.
(x.I'oncyopcu. CoOCTBEHHUK. )
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[Ipu nepeBoae HEPEIKO UMEET MECTO TAKKE SBJICHUE U3MEHEHHS MOPSAIKa
CIENOBAHUS YaCTEH CIIOKHOIO IPEIJIOKEHHUS — TIJIABHOTO U NIPUIAATOYHOIO
npemioxenni. Hanpumep:

If he ever gets married, his own wife'll probably call him "Ackley".
(J. Salinger. The Catcher in the Rye.)

Hagepnoe, u sxeHa OyzeT 3Bath ero "ODkiau'", €Ciu TOJbKO OH KOT/1a-HHOY/Ib
sxenures. (x. Conunxep. Hag nmponactsio Bo pxu.)

B aHrnmmickom s3bIKE NPHUAATOYHOE NPEIOKEHUE NMPEAIIECTBYET IJIABHO-
My, B PYCCKOM JK€ IepeBojie — Ha000poT. Berpeuarores U NpOTHBOIIONIOKHbBIE
ciaydau. B cienyromux AByX nmpuMepax B aHIVIMMCKOM IPEMIONKEHUH TIIABHOE
IIPEAIIECTBYET MPUIATOYHOMY, B PYCCKOM XK€ IEPEBOAC MOPSAOK CIETOBAHMS
IIPEUIOKEHU MEHSETCS U OJJHOBPEMEHHO CJIOKHOIIOAYMHEHHOE IPEIOKEHHE
MEHSETCA Ha CJIOKHOCOYMHEHHOE, T.€. IIEPECTAHOBKA CONPOBOXKIAETCS Xapak-
TEPHOM IS MEPEBOAA C AHTIIMKUCKOTO SI3bIKA HA PYCCKUM 3aMEHOM THUIIA CHHTAK-
CUYECKOU CBS3H:

The silver saucer clattered when he replaced the pitcher. (H.Lee. To kill a
Mocking-bird.)

OH OBICTPO TOCTaBWJI KYBIIWH, Jdase cepeOpsiHas TIOJICTaBKa 3BSIKHY-
na.(X.JIu. Yours nepecmeniHuka. )

He took another look at my hat while he was cleaning them. (J.Salinger. The
Catcher in the Rye.)

OH ux yucTUiI, a caMm cMoTpen Ha Moro 1manky. (Jx. Canunmpkep. Han npo-
MacThIO BO PXKHU.)

n HAKOHCII, IIECPECTAHOBKE MOT'YT IMOABCPTaTbCA U CaMOCTOATCIIbHBIC IIPCA-
JIOKCHHUA B CTPOC TCKCTA. B kauecTBe nmpumMepa paCCMOTPUM HH)I(CCJI@,HYIOIHHfIi

"You goin' to court this morning?" asked Jim. We had strolled over. (H.Lee.
To Kill a Mocking-bird.)

Mps1 noponum k ee 3a0opy: — Bei B ¢y noitnere? — cnpocun Jxum. (X.JIu.
YOuTh nepecMeHuKa. )

31ech HEOOXOIUMOCTh MEPECTAaHOBKHY BbhI3BaHa TeM, uTo ¢opma Past Perfect
BO BTOPOM MPEIJIOKCHUH aHTJIIMHCKOTO TEKCTa BBIPAKAET 3HAUYCHUE MPEIIECT-
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BOBaHHUS JAHHOTO JIEUCTBHS JEHCTBUIO, 0003HAYaeMOMYy B MEPBOM MpEJI0kKe-
Huu. [lockonbky pycckast popma nowsiu He BbIpa)kaeT 3TOTO 3HAUEHUS, COXpa-
HEHUE MCXOIAHOTO MOPSAKA CJIEOBAaHUS MPEIJI0KEHUN B MIEPEBOJIE MPUBEIIO ObI
K CMBICIIOBOMY HCKa)KEHUIO (AeiicTBHe, 0003HaYaeMoe IJ1arojoM n00ouLlu, BOC-
IPUHUMAJIOCh Obl Kak IOCJIENyIollee, a HE NPEIIECTBYIOIEE AeHCTBUIO, 000-
3Ha4yaeMOMY TIJIarojoM CIIPOCHII), OTCI0JIa HEOOXOIUMMOCTh MEPECTaHOBKH Ipe/I-
JIOKECHUM.

B nenom ananu3 nake OrpaHUYEHHOIO KOJIMYECTBA IIPUMEPOB CBUIETEIIBCT-
ByeT 0 ToM, 4To AUII, Oyayun BaKHBIM 3JIEMEHTOM PUTMO- U CTUJIe00pa3oBa-
HUS, BBITIOJIHSAS CBSZYIOUIYIO (DYHKLHIO B XYA0XKECTBEHHOM TEKCTE, 00yCIIoBIIe-
HO TIPEXJI€ BCEro TUIIOJIOTMYECKUMU OCOOCHHOCTAMHM SI3bIKA, €r0 IpaMMaTHye-
CKUMHU IpaBuwiaMu. /laHHast 00yCIIOBIEHHOCTh MIPOCIIEKUBAETCs "B pacnpesere-
HUM BCEX KAYECTBEHHBIX U KOJMYECTBEHHBIX [1ApaMETPOB IIPEIJIOKEHUS U OIl-

penenseT pa3audusi 0Opa3HbIX CUCTEM OPUTHHAIBHOTO TEKCTa U ero mneperojaa”
[23, c. 75].

BrniBoabl

Takum o0Opa3oM, UCXOMs U3 BBIIIEU3T0KEHHOTO, MOXKHO CHENaTh BBIBOJ O
TOM, YTO B IpOLECCE MEPEBOIa JIHO0ro TEKCTa, TeM OoJee, XyI0KECTBEHHOIO,
Py KOTOPOM BaXKHOM 3a7auell SIBJISIETCS HE TOJBKO COXPaHEHHE CBOEOOpasus
CTWJI aBTOPA, HO MU MAaKCUMAaJIbHO aJIcKBaTHAs nepenaya cpeacrtsamu 114 xyno-
YKECTBEHHOT'0 00pa3a, CO3JJaHHOT0 B OpUTHHAJIE, IEPEBOYUK BBIHYkIEH IIOCTO-
SHHO TIPUOETaTh K MEepPeBOJAYECKUM, a B YACTHOCTH, K TPAMMATUYECKUM TPAHC-
bopmanusm.

B A3bIKO3HaHUU TPUHATO TOBOPUTH O «IEKCUYECKUX» U «TPAMMATHYECKUX)
3Ha4yeHUAX. [Ipu 3TOM HMHOrAa co3maercs BIEYATIEHHUE, YTO ITU JIBA TUIA 3Ha-
YEHUU OTIIMYAIOTCS APYT OT APyra no camMOu CBOEM MPUPOJE, IO CBOEMY COAEP-
kaHnto. Ha camom gene 93To0 HeE Tak, Kak IPaBWIBHO IOJYEPKUBAI
A.N. CMUpHULIKUHA, 3HAYEHUS! JIEKCHUYECKME W TPAMMATUYECKHE OTINYAIOTCS
JpYT OT Jpyra NpexkJe BCEro crocoO0OM BhIPAKEHUS.

BaxHol xapakTepHON 4epTOU Ka)JOTO SA3bIKA SBISIETCA TO, YTO HEKOTOPHIE
3HAYEHUS] OTHOILLICHUHN BBIPAXKAIOTCA B HEM KOHKPETHBIMHU CJIOBAMH KaK TaKOBBI-
MH, & HEKOTOPBIE HECIIOBAPHBIMHU CPEJICTBAMM.

N3 3tOro crmenyer, 4To 3HAYEHHUs, SABISIIOIIMECS JIEKCUMYECKHUMH B OJHOM
A3bIKe (T.€. BhIpAa)KaeMble B HEM 4Y€pe3 CIOBAPHBIE €IUHUIIbI), B IPYTOM SI3bIKE
MOTYT OBITh I'PaMMATHYECKUMH (T.€. BBIPAXKAThCs «HECIOBApPHBIMU CpEICTBA-
MU») U HA00OPOT.

B pesynbrate nmpoBeNEHHOTO MCCIENOBAHUS CTAJIO BO3MOYKHBIM BBIJIECIUTH
OCHOBHBIC TPUYHMHBI, BBI3BIBAIOIINE MEPEBOIUECKUE TpaHCHOPMAIIUN JAHHOTO
TUMA. AHAJIUTUYECKUN CTPOU aHTJIMMCKOIO sI3bIKa pacrojiaraeT K MHOTO(]YHK-
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UOHAJIBHOCTU I'PAMMaTHUUYECKUX (OPM M CHUHTAKCHMYECKUX KOHCTpyKuuid. I[lo-
TOMY B Ipoliecce MepeBoja B MEPBYIO OYepeb HEOOXOAUMO yUeCTh KOHKpET-
HYI0 (QYHKIHIO Kaxaod (OpMbl U KOHCTPYKLHMHU, YTOOBI MPaBUIBHO MEpeAaTh
3HAYEHUE.

CwmbicnoBas GyHKUIUS Kaxa0M (OPMBI U KOHCTPYKIIUU MOXKET ONPENEAThCA
cienyonmmMu hakTopaMu:

1) cunTakcuueckon QpyHKIMEH;

2) CMBICIIOBOM CTPYKTYPOU MPEITI0KEHUS;

3) 0COOEHHOCTSMM JIEKCHYECKOTO HAMOIHEHUS IPEAIOKEHHUS;

4) KOHTEKCTOM IMPETI0KEHUS.

Cnenyer Takke H00aBUTb, YTO IEPEUYMCICHHBIE BBILIE MEPEBOIYECKUE
TpaHcopMalMK B «YUCTOM BUJE» BCTpeuaroTcs peako. Kak npasuio, pazHoro
poJia TpaHC(hOpMALIMK OCYIIECTBIISAIOTCS OJTHOBPEMEHHO, T.€. COUETAIOTCS JIPYT C
JPYyroM — IMEepecTaHOBKA COMPOBOXK/IAETCS 3aMEHON, TpaMMaTHYecKoe rpeodpa-
30BaHUE COIPOBOXKIAAETCSA JEKCUUECKUM MU T.J. IMEHHO TakoOW CIIOKHBIN, KOM-
IUIEKCHBIN XapaKTep MepeBOAYECKUX TpaHC(hOpMalUil U JIeJaeT MepeBoJl CTOJIb
CJIOHBIM U TPYJHBIM JieioM. M1 uMeHHo Oiaroaaps nepeBo4ecKuM TpaHchop-
MalusM (KaKk TpaMMaTHYECKHUM, TaK U JIEKCUYECKUM) JIOCTUTAETCS aIeKBaTHOCTh
nepeBoa.

BOl'lpOCbI AJIH KOHTPOJA

1. Kakue rpammaTudeckre Tpanc(popMaluu BaM U3BECTHHI?

2. HazoBuTe crnocoObl mepenadd ONpeeIeHHOCTU/HEONPEICIEHHOCTH B
AHTJIMHACKOM SI3BIKE.

3. Kak otpaxkaercs rpaMMaTH4ECKUNA poA B iepeBoae?

4. PacckaxuTe 0 3aMEHE YacTel peuu Mpu nepeBo/ie.

5. Yto npeacTaBisitoT co00i ciioBooOpa3zoBarenbHble TpaHchopmanuu?

6. Kakue BuIbl CHHTaKCHYECKHUX TpaHCPOpMalliii BAM U3BECTHBI?

7. IIpoucxoauT Jin B MpOIIECCE MEPEBOJIa U3MEHEHUE COCTaBa MpPeaJioxkKe-
HUs?

8. Kak mpoucxoauT 3aMeHa MPOCTOro MPEJJIOKEHUS CI0KHBIM B MPOLIECCe
nepeoaa?

9. Kak ocymecTBisieTcsl 3aMeHa CI0KHOTO MPEII0KEHUS TPOCTHIM?

10. Pacckaxute o 4JICHEHUHU MPEJIOKEHUS TIPU IEPEBOJIC.

11. Kak npoucxoaut o0beIMHEHHE NPEITIOKEHUHN B Mpolecce rnepeojia?

12. Kak ocymiecTBIIsieTCsS 3aMeHa TUIa CHHTAKCUYECKOU CBA3U?
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SAKNIOYEHUE

B pesynbpTaTe M3ydeHHs MaTepUaliOB MPEIJIOKEHHOTO MOCOOUS CTYICHTHI
O3HAKOMMJIMChH C MEPEBOJUYECKAMHU TEOPUSIMU: I€HOTATUBHOM, CEMAHTUYECKOM,
TpaHc(OpMAIIMOHHOM, YSICHUB UX JIOCTOMHCTBA W HEJAOCTATKH, a TAK)KE B3aUMO-
CBSI3b M BO3MOYKHOCTb MCIIOJIb30BAHUS HA TPaKTUKE. JIekiimoHHbIe MaTepuansl 11
paszzena O3HAKOMMIIM C BOINPOCAMHU OTPAXKEHHUSI 3HAYEHMS CJIOBAa B TEPEBOJIE.
3nakomcTBO ¢ I pa3znenoM mocoOus MOMOIIIO U3YUHUTh Pa3IMYHbIE TpaMMaTH-
yeckre TpaHc(opMamuu IepeBoja: CI0BOOOpa3oBaTeIbHbIC, CUHTAKCUUYECKUE,
3aMEHY 4acTel peuyr, U3MEHEHUE COCTaBa YICHOB MPEIIOKECHUS U MHOTOE JIPy-
roe. M3yuenne npuMepoB ISl WITIOCTPAIIMHU TOMOTJIO IPUOOPECTH HABBIKU Tie-
peBOJIa, MOATOTOBUIIO K CEMECTPOBOMY W UTOTOBOMY 3K3aMEHY, a0 BO3MOXK-
HOCTb YCIICIITHO BBINIOJIHUTH CaMOCTOSATEJIbHBIE TIEPEBOJIbl AHTJIOS3BIYHBIX TEK-
CTOB.
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MPNNOXXEHWA

[Ipunoxenue 1

PexkomeHayemble cnocobbl nepesoa

KocBeHnHblii mepeBoa

B MoMeHT mepeBojia MepeBOIUUK COJIMMKAET JIBE JIMHIBUCTUYECKUE CHUCTE-
MBI, OJJHA W3 KOTOPBIX 3KCIUIMIUTHA M yCTOWYMBA, Apyras MOTEHUUAJIbHA U
ajantupyema. Y NepeBoIUMKa Mepe Iiia3aMu HaXOAUTCS IyHKT OTHPABICHUS U
eMy HeoOXOJIMMO CO3/1aTh IMYHKT NMPUOBITUS; Mbl TOBOPHIIM, YTO IPEXKIE BCETO
OH, MO-BUIUMOMY, OyJET MCCIIEI0BAaTh TEKCT OPUTHHAJIA; OLIEHUBATh JAECKPHII-
TUBHOE, apPEKTUBHOE U UHTEUIEKTYaJIbHOE COJEPKaHUE €IUHULL IEPEeBOa, KO-
TOPOE OH BBIYWIEHWJI; BOCCTAHABJIMBATH CUTYALUI0, KOTOpasl OIUcaHa B coo01ie-
HUU; B3BELIMBATh U OLICHUBATh CTHJIMCTUYECKUM 3pdekT u T.1. Ho nepeBoqunk
HE MOKET OCTAaHOBUTBHCSA HAa 3TOM: OH BBIOMpAET KaKoe-TO OJIHO PElIeHHE; B He-
KOTOPBIX CIIydasix OH JIOCTHIaeT 3TOr0 Tak OBICTPO, UTO y HETO CO37aeTcs BIie-
YaTJIEHWE BHE3AIMHOI'0 U OJIHOBPEMEHHOT'O pelieHusl. YTeHne Ha UCXOJHOM SI3bl-
K€ MOYTH aBTOMATUYECKHU BBI3bIBACT COOOILEHUE HA SI3bIKE NIEPEBOJIa; EMy OCTa-
€TCsl TOJIBKO MPOKOHTPOJIUPOBATH €UIE Pa3 UCXOJHBIN TEKCT, YTOObI yOeaUThCH,
YTO HU OJMH U3 3JEMEHTOB MCXOJHOTO f3bIKa HE 3a0bIT, MOCIIE YEro MpoLecc
NEPEBOa 3aKOHYEH.

[Ipu nepBoM NpUOIHKEHUH KaXKETCs, YTO €ro MyTH U CIOCOOBI BECbMa MHO-
TOYUCJIEHHBI, HO M0 CYIIECTBY UX MOKHO CBECTU K CEMH, PACIOJIOKHUB B TIOPS/I-
K€ BO3pacTaHus TPyAHOCTEH. DTH crlocoObl MOTYT IPUMEHATHCS U U30JUPOBaH-
HO, U KOMOMHHUPOBAHHO.

IIpsimoii mepeBo MJIM NePeBO KOCBEHHbIN (HeNpPsiMOi)

OTMeTHUM TPEeXIE BCETO, YTO B OOIIMX YepTaxX MOKHO HAMETHThH JIBA MYTH
nepeBojia, o KOTOPBIM CleAyeT nepeBoauuk: IlepeBon npsamoi umm 6ykeans-
HblU Y TIEPEBOJT KOC8EeHHbIL (HETIPSMON ).

JleiicTBUTEIFHO, MOXKET UMETh MECTO CIIy4aid, KOrJa COOOIIeHNEe Ha MCXO/I-
HOM SI3bIKE MTPEKPACHO MEPEBOJUTCS B COOOIICHNE Ha SI3BIKE TIEpeBOa, KOO OHO
OCHOBBIBACTCS JMOO Ha MapaUIeNbHBIX KaTEropusaxX (CTPYKTYpHBIH Tapajuie-
TU3M), MO0 Ha MapauIeNbHBIX TOHATHSX (METATMHTBUCTHYCCKHUI IMapauie-
au3M). Ho MOXeT clyduThCsl M TakK, 9YTO TIEPEBOAYMK KOHCTATHPYET HaJIW4uue B
SI3BIKE TIEPEBOJIa «IMPOOEIIa», KOTOPBIA HEOOXOAMMO 3alOJIHUTH YKBUBAJICHTHBI-
MU CpeICcTBaMH, TOOMBAsCh TOr0, 4TOOKI O0IIee BIIEYATIECHHE OT JABYX COOOIIe-
HUW OBUTO OJIMHAKOBBIM. MOXKET CIIYYUTHCS U TaK, YTO, BCICIACTBUE CTPYKTYP-
HBIX WM METAJUHTBHCTUYCCKUX PA3IMUUi, HEKOTOPHIC CTHIMCTUYECKHE (-
(GeKThl HEBO3MOKHO TepeaaTh Ha sS3BIKE MEPEBO/IA, HE M3MEHUB B TOM WM WHOM
CTETICHU TOPSJAOK CIICOBAHMS DJIEMEHTOB WM AK€ JIEKCUYCCKUE CIMHHIIBI.
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[ToHsATHO, YTO BO BTOPOM CiIydae HEOOXOIMMO IprberaTh K 00yiee H30IMPEHHBIM
criocobam, KOTOPbI€ Ha TEPBBIM B3I, MOTYT BBI3BAaTh YAMBJIICHUE, HO XOJ KO-
TOPBIX MOYKHO MPOCIICUTH C IEJbI0 CTPOrOoro KOHTPOJIS 32 JOCTHIKEHUEM SKBH-
BaJICHTHOCTH. JTO CIIOCOOBI KOCBEHHOTO (Hempsmoro) nepeBojaa. CrocoOsr 1, 2
U 3 ABISIFOTCS PAMBIMH. OCTalIbHBIE CIIOCOOBI OTHOCATCSI K KOCBEHHBIM.

Cnoco0 Nel. 3aumcTBOBaHME

CaMbIM MPOCTBIM CIIOCOOOM TEpEeBOa SBISETCS 3aMMCTBOBAHUE, KOTOPOE
MIO3BOJISICT 3aMOJHUTH MPOOEI, 0OBIYHO METATMHTBUCTUYECKOTO Xapakrepa (HO-
Basi TEXHUKA, HEU3BECTHBIC TTOHATHS). 3aMMCTBOBAHHUE JTaXKe HE ObUTIO OBl TaKMM
criocoboM TepeBojia, KOTOPBI HAC MOXKET 3aWHTEPECOBATh, €CIIM OBl MEPEBO/I-
YUK HE HYXJaJCS B HEM IMOPOIO JJIsl TOTO, YTOOBI CO3/IaTh CTUIIMCTUYECKUH 3(-
dexr. Harmpumep, 9T00BI MPUBHECTH TaK HA3bIBAEMBIN MECTHBIA KOJIOPUT, MOXK-
HO BOCTIOJIB30BAThCSI MHOCTPAHHBIMU TEPMHUHAJIAMUA U TOBOPUTH O «BEPCTAX» U
«ygax» B Poccnn, 0 «oiutapax» U «ImapTHsIX» B AMEpHKE, O «TEKHIIe» U «TOp-
Tunbe» B Mekcuke u T.4. Takyio ¢pa3sy, kak The coroner spoke mydiie nepesec-
TH criocoOoM 3auMcTBOBaHMs Le coroner prit la perole (B3s1 cI0BO KOpOHED),
YeM MOJABICKMBATh 0OJee WM MEHEE IKBHUBAJCHTHOE CPEI 3BaHUU (paHIy3-
CKUX CYJCHCKIX YAHOBHUKOB.

Hmerotcst 1 cTapble 3aMMCTBOBAHUS, KOTOPbIE MO CYIIECTBY YK€ TAKOBBIMHU
JUIS HaC HE SIBJISFOTCS, KOO OHM (PUTYpUPYIOT B JIEKCHYECKOM COCTABE HAIETO
s3bIKa W CTAIM yKe MpUBBIYHBIMU: alcool, redingote, paquetbot, acajou u T.x.
[TepeBoaurKa Mpeke BCETO MHTEPECYIOT HOBBIC 3aMMCTBOBaHUS M AK€ 3aUM-
CTBOBAaHMS MHAWBHIyaIbHOTO Xapaktepa. CienyeT OTMETUTh, YTO 3a4acTylo 3a-
UMCTBOBAHHMSI MU «JIOKHBIC JPY3bs MEPEBOTINKA» — ITO CIOBA, KOTOPBIX ClIe-
€T 0COOEHHO OMacaThCsl.

[TpoGiiemMa MECTHOTO KOJIOPHTA, peliaeMasi ¢ IOMOIIBI0 3aMMCTBOBAHHIH, 3a-
TparuBaeT Mpex/ae Bcero cepy CTHIIA U, CIeA0BaTEIbHO, CAMOTO COOOIIECTRA.

Cmnoco0 Ne2. KainbkupoBanue

KanbkupoBanue sBIs€TCS 3aMMCTBOBAaHUEM O0COOOTO POJia: MBI 3aMMCTBYEM
13 WHOCTPAHHOTO sI3bIKa Ty WJIM MHYIO CHHTarMy ¥ OyKBaJIbHO IEPEBOIUM dJIe-
MEHTBI, KOTOPBIE €€ COCTABIISIIOT. MBI MolydaeM TakuM 00pa3oM JU0O0 KanbKu-
po8anue 8ulpadxceHus, MPUIeM UCIOJIb3YyeM CHUHTAKCUYECKUE CTPYKTYpPHI SI3bIKa
MepeBo/ia, MPUBHOCS B HET'O HOBBIE SKCIPECCUBHBIC dJIEMEHTHI, Hanpumep Com-
pliments de la Saison (OykB: «C€30HHBIE MMO3APABICHUSNY), TUOO0 KATbKUPOBAHUE
CMpYKmMypbl, TPUYEM MPUBHOCUM B SI3bIK HOBBIE KOHCTPYKIIMHU, HAIpUMEp, Sci-
ence-fiction (OykB. «Hayka-haHTaCTHKa).

Tak e Kak U B OTHOILIEHWH 3aMMCTBOBAaHMUM, CYIIECTBYIOT CTapble YCTONYH-
BbIE KaJIbKU, KOTOPHIE MOYHO JIMIIb YIIOMSHYTh MHMOXOJOM, ITOCKOJBKY OHH,
KaK ¥ 3aMMCTBOBaHMSI, MOTYT MIPETEPIICBATh CEMATHUYECKYIO IBOJIOIHIO, CTAHO-
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BATCS «JIOKHBIMU APY3bIMIU». boliee MHTEPECHBIMH OCTAIOTCS IJIs IEPEBOTINKA
HOBBIE€ KaJIbK{, C IOMOIIBI0O KOTOPHIX OH M30eraer 3auMCTBOBAHUS, 3aIOJHSSA
npoGenbl (cp.: ¢panu. economiquement faible — skoHOMHUYECKHU CIAOBIN, Kajlb-
KHPOBAaHHME C HEMELIKOIo si3bIKa). B Takux ciydasx, BUIUMO, JIydlle Npuderath
K CJIOBOOOPA30BaHUIO Ha OCHOBE IPEKO-JTATUHCKOTO (OHAA UM UCIOJIH30BATh
TUIOCTAa3KC (Mepexo] OJTHOW YacTH PeYH B APYTYIO MO KOHBEPCUH ). DTUM IIy-
TEM MOXHO ObLJIO Obl M30€KaTh TAKMX BBIMYyUEHHBIX Kajek, kak: Therapie occu-
pationelle (Occupational Therapy); «Banque pour le Commerce et le Develop-
pementy, le quatre Grands, le Premier francais u apyrux, uMm nojgo0HbIX, KOTO-
pble MOTYT CIIyKHTb, IO MHEHUIO HEKOTOPBIX MEPEBOJYUKOB, CaMbIM Harjsiji-
HBIM [TPUMEPOM KpaliHero y00kecTBa MBICIH.

Cmnoco0 Ne3. Jloc10BHBII HepeBoj

JIOCJIOBHBIM MEPEeBOI, UK MEPEBOJ] «CIOBO B CIOBO», 0003HAYAET MEPEX0/]l
OT UCXOJIHOTO fA3bIKA K S3BIKY MEpPEBOa, KOTOPBIA MPUBOIUT K CO3JaHUIO Ipa-
BUJILHOTO ¥ MIMOMATUYECKOTO TEKCTa, a MEePEBOAYHK MPU ATOM CIEAUT TOJIBKO
3a coOJII0ICHNEM 00513aTeIbHBIX HOPM s13bIka, Hanpumep: I left my spectacles on
the table downstairs — J’ai laisse mes lunettes sur le table en bas (A octaBun
CBOM OYKM Ha ctosie BHU3Y); Where are you? — Ou etes-vous? (rae Bbi?); This
train arrives at Union Station at ten — Ce train arrive a la gare Centrale a 10
heures (Otot moe3n npuxoauT Ha [{eHTpansHbIN Bok3an B 10 yacoB).

B npuHuMne nocioBHBIA NEPEBOJ — 3TO €IMHCTBEHHOE O0OpaTHUMOE U MOJ-
HOE pelieHue Borpoca. ToMy oueHb MHOTO MPUMEPOB B MEPEBOJAX, OCYIIECTB-
JICHHBIX C SI3BIKOB, BXOJISIIIIUX B OJTHY U Ty XK€ CEMbIO ((PPaHITYy3CKUN — UTAJTbSH-
CKUIi), U B OCOOCHHOCTH MEXAY SI3bIKAMHU, BXOASIIMMHU B OJHY U Ty K€ KyJb-
TypHYyI0 opOuTy. ECiv 1 MOKHO KOHCTaTHPOBATh HAIMYME HEKOTOPHIX CIIydacB
JIOCIIOBHOTO MEpeBoJia ¢ (PPaHIy3CKOTO S3bIKa Ha aHTJUHUCKUIA, TaK 3TO TOTOMY,
YTO CYIIECTBYIOT METAIMHTBUCTHUYECKHE TTOHSITHUS, KOTOPBIE MOTYT TaKKe OTpa-
*KaTh (PAKThl COBMECTHOTO CYIIECTBOBAHMS, MEPHOJbI OMIMHITBU3MA M CO3HA-
TEJIBHOr0 WJIM O€CCO3HATEIbHOr0 MOJpakKaHUsl KOTOPOE CBSA3aHO C IMOJIMTHYE-
CKUM HWJIA UHTEJUIEKTYaIbHBIM MPECTUHKEM. DTO MOKHO OOBSCHUTDH TAKKE CBOE-
00pa3HON KOHBEPIeHLMEN MBICIIEH, a HHOT/IA U CTPYKTYpP, KOTOPYIO MOXKHO Ha-
Omonath cpeau s3bIK0B EBporibl (cp., HanmpuMep, oOpa3oBaHue ONpPeeIeHHOTO
apTUKIISI, CXOJICTBO KOHIICTITNI KYJbTYPhl M IUBWIN3AINH U T.1I.), YTO BBI3BAJIO
B JKM3HU TOSIBJICHHE HEKOTOPBIX MHTEPECHBIX CTaTei, MpUHAAJEKAIIUX Tepy
ctopoHHUKOB «General Semanticsy («OOIMIel CeMaHTUKI ).

Jo cioco6a Ne3 M0okHO OBLIO OCYHIECTBIIATH MPOIIECC MEepeBoia, He Mpuoe-
rasi ClielMaibHO K CTHIINCTUYECKUM npuemam. Eciu 651 3TO OBLII0 Beerna Tak, To
HacTosIIast padoTa He JoJKHA Obl1a Obl MOSIBUTHCS HA CBET, a MIEPEBO/I, CBE/ICH-
HBI K TTPOCTOMY TIEPEXOAY «UCXOIHBIN SI3BIK — SI3BIK MEPEBOJIA» HE MPECTaB-
751 Obl HUKAKoro MHTepeca. Pemienusi, npeioxeHHsie rpynmnoi Maccauycer-
CKOTO TE€XHOJOTHYECKOr0 HHCTUTYTA, CBOJSIINECS K TOMY, YTO MEPEBOJI CIACHY-
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€T NOPYYUTh JIEKTPOHHBIM BBIYUCIUTEIBHBIM MalllUHAM, KOTOPbIE MOTYT OCY-
HIECTBIIATh €r0 HA HAyYHBIX TEKCTaX, IOKOUTCS B OOJbILIEH Mepe Ha CyLIeCTBO-
BaHHUU B JIAHHBIX TEKCTax MapajuieIbHbIX CETMEHTOB, COOTBETCTBYIOUIUX Hapall-
JICNBHBIM UJI€SIM, KOTOPBIE, KaK U CIEJ0BAJIO OXKUAATh, BBISBIISIOTCS BO MHOTHUX
cilly4asix B HaydyHOM s3bike. Ho, ecnu elicTByss B COOTBETCTBUU CO CHOCOOOM
Ne3, mepeBoauuK mpuU3HAET AOCIOBHBIN MEPEBOJ HEMPUEMIIEMbIM, TO HEOOXO-
TUMO TIpUOETHYTh K KOCBEHHOMY (Hemnpsimomy) nepeBofy. [log Henpuemiiemo-
CTbIO UIMEETCS B BUJLY, UYTO COOOIIEHUE, KOTOPOE NMEPEBEACHO J0CIOBHO:

(a) maet apyroi CMbICI;

(6) HEe UMeeT CMBICTIA;

(B) HEBO3MOKHO IO CTPYKTYPHBIM COOOPaKEHUSIM;

(r) HE COOTBETCTBYET HUYEMY B METAJIMHIBUCTHKE SI3bIKa IEPEBOJIA;

(1) COOTBETCTBYET YEMY-TO, HO HE HA TOM K€ CTUIIMCTUYECKOM YPOBHE SI3bIKA.

Ecnu B kauectBe mpumepa Mol paccmotpuM a8e ppassi: (1) He looked at the
map — (2) He looked the picture of health, To MbI MOXXeM TepeBecTH TEPBYIO
bpa3y, nmpumeHsisa npaBuia gocioBHOro nepeBoja: Il regarda la carte (On mo-
CMOTpEJI Ha KapTy), HO Mbl MOKEM NIEPEBECTU TaKUM ke 00pa3zom BTopyto Il pa-
raissait [’'image de la santé (cp.: «OH BBITIISAET KaK KapTHUHA 370POBBS»), €CIU
TOJIBKO MbI HE XOTHUM 3TOTO CIIEJaTh U3 «IKCIPECCUBHBIX COOOpakeHU» (Ha-
npuMep, B AUAIOre C aHMIMYaHUHOM, KOTOPBIH IJI0X0 TOBOPUT MO-(DpaHILy3CKH).

Ecnu nepeBoguuk npuxoaut kK TekcTy Bpoje Il se portrait comme un charme
(cp.: «OH BENMKOJICTIHO BBITIISZIEN»), TO TaKUM 00pa3oM OH MPHU3HAET IKBUBA-
JIEHTHOCTb 3TUX COOOIIEHUH, 3aHMMasi 0COOYIO MO3UIMIO0, BHEIIHIO OJHOBpE-
MEHHO M K UCXOIHOMY f3BIKY M K SI3bIKY MEpeBoJa. DKBUBAJIEHTHOCTh COOOIIIE-
HUN OCHOBBIBAETCS, B KOHEYHOM CYETE, Ha MJCHTUYHOCTH CUTYyallui, KOTOpas
OJIHA TI03BOJISIET YTBEPKJIATh, UTO SA3BIK IEPEBOJA COAECPKUT HEKOTOPBIE XapaK-
TEPUCTUKHU JEHCTBUTEIBHOCTH, KOTOPHIX B UICXOAHOM SI3bIKE HET.

Pazymeercs, ecau Obl MBI pacrioyiarajid CJIOBapsiMH O3HaYaeMbIX, TO J1OCTa-
TOYHO OBLJIO Obl HAWTHU HAUI MEPEBOJ B CTaThe, COOTBETCTBYIOIIEH CHUTYyalluH,
UACHTUDUIIUPYEMOM COOOIIEHNEM Ha UCXOTHOM si3bike. [I0CKONMbKY B JA€HCTBU-
TEJIbHOCTH TAaKUX CJIOBAapeil HET, TO Mbl HCXOAUM U3 CJIOB WJIM U3 €IUHUILL Iepe-
BOJIa, KOTOPBIE MBI JOJIKHBI TIOJIBEPTHYTH CHEIUATBHBIM MPOIEAypaM sl TOTO,
4YTOOBI MPUUTH K kKernaemMoMy cooOuieHuto. IT0CKOIbKY CMBICH ClIOBa SBIISIETCS
(byHKIME ero MecTa B BBICKAa3bIBaHWHU, TO MHOTIJIAa BO3ZHUKAET HEOOXOAUMOCTb
TaKOM NEPECTPOUKHU, KOTOPask OKa3bIBACTCs CIUILIKOM yAAJICHHOW OT UCXOJAHOTO
IIyHKTa, U HU OJIMH CJIOBAph HE MOJKET 3TOr0 y4ecTb. IIOCKOJIBKY CyIEeCTBYET
O0ECKOHEUYHOE KOJIMYECTBO KOMOMHALMKA MEXIy O3HA4alolIMMH, HETPYAHO IO-
HSTh, IOYEMY NEPEBOIYMK HE MOXKET HAlTH B CJIOBAPSAX TOTOBBIX PELICHUH CBO-
ux npo6aeM. TonbKO OH OJIMH MOJIHOCTBIO BIAJAECET CMBICIIOM COOOIEHHS B 1ie-
JIOM, JUTsl TOTO YTOOBI, PyKOBOJCTBYSCh UM, IPOU3BECTU HEOOXOAMMBIN BHIOOD,
U TOJBKO CaMO COOOILEHHE, OTPaKAIoIIee CUTYAaIUIO, MO3BOJISIET, B KOHEUHOM
CUeTe, BBICKAa3aTh OKOHYATEIBHOE CYXK/ICHHE O NapaJIeIbHOCTH ABYX TEKCTOB.
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Cnoco6 Ned. Tpancnozuuust

Mps1 Ha3bIBaeéM Tak CIOcO00, KOTOPbIA COCTOUT B 3aMEHE OJIHOM YAaCTH PEUH
JIPYroi 4acTbio peun 0e3 M3MEHEHMsI CMBICIIA BCEr0 COOOIICHHUS. DTOT Crocod
MOXKET TIPUMEHSTHCS KaK B MpeesiaX OJHOTO SI3bIKa, TaK, B YACTHOCTH, W TIPH
nepeBojie. Il a annonce qu’il reviendrait (OH 0OBsSBWI, YTO OH BEpPHETCS) — B
3TON (pasze MyTeM TPAHCIIO3UIIUU MBI MOXKEM 3aMEHUTD TJIaroj CyIEeCTBUTEINb-
HeIM: [l a annonce son retour (OH 00BSBUII O CBOEM BO3BpAIIEHUH). DTOT BTO-
poii 060pOT MBI HA3bIBAEM TPAHCIIOHWPOBAHHBIM B OTJIMYKE OT MEPBOTO, KOTO-
PBI UMEHYETCsI OCHOBHBIM 000pOoTOM. B 00nacTu nepeBoia Mbl JOJKHBI OyJ1eM
pa3nuyaTh 1Ba BUJA TPAHCIIO3UIINH:

(1) obs3aTenpHy0 TpaHCIO3UIUIO U (2) PaKyIbTaTUBHYIO TPAHCIO3UIIMIO.
Hampumep: Bolpaxkenue des son lever AOKHO OBITH HE TOJIBKO IEPEBEIEHO
(cmoco® Ne3), Ho u o0s3aTenbHO TpaHCTIOHUPOBaHO (cocod Ned) B As soon as
he gets up (wm got up) — (Kak ToIpKO OH BCTaIT), TOCKOJIEKY B IAHHOM CITy4ae B
aHTJIMHACKOM SI3bIKE€ MMEETCs JIMIb OCHOBHAsl CTPYKTypa. B oOpaTHOM Hampas-
JeHUH y Hac OyJeT BhIOOp MEXAY KaJlbKOW M TPAaHCIO3WIUEH, TOTOMY YTO BO
(bpaHIy3CKOM sI3bIKE UMEIOTCS 00a 060poTa.

C npyroii cTopoHBbI, 1B€ SKBUBaJIEHTHbIE (pa3bl apres qu’il revenue (mmocie
TOTO, Kak OH BepHeTcs) — after he comes back moryT ObITh JIerko nmepeBeAeHBI C
MOMOIIBIO TPAHCIO3UIMU: aprés son retour — after his return (mocme ero Bo3-
BpAIIICHHUS ).

OCHOBHOI U TPAaHCIOHUPOBAHHBIN 00OPOTHI HE 00SA3aTEILHO YKBUBAJICHTHbI
CO CTHJIMCTUYECKON TOUKHU 3peHus. [lepeBoIurK H0KEH MOIb30BaThCs CIIOCOOOM
TPaHCHO3UIINHU, €CIIM MOTy4YaeMblii 000pOT Jydllle BIHCHIBACTCA BO BCIO (hpasy
WA TIO3BOJISIET BOCCTAHOBUTH CTUJIMCTUYECKUE HIOAHCHI. ClelyeT OTMETUTh, U4TO
TPAaHCIOHUPOBAHHBI 000POT OOBIMHO MMEET OoJiee JUTEpaTypHBIM XapakTep.
Oco000 4aCTHBIM CITy4aeM TPAHCIIO3UIIMHU SIBIISIETCS «IIEPEKPEIIMBAHKE.

Cnoco6 NeS. Moayasinus

Mopynsiuust npeactaBisieT co0oil BapbUpPOBaHUE COOOUIECHUS, YETO MOMXKHO
JOCTUYb, U3MEHHUB YroJl WK Touky 3peHus. K atomy crnocody MoxxHO mpuber-
HYTb, KOI/1a BUAHO, YTO JOCJIOBHBIM WJIH Ja)X€ TPAHCIOHUPOBAHHBIN MEPEBOA
MPUBOJUT B PE3YyJbTAaT€ K BBICKA3bIBAHUIO IPAMMATUYECKU IMPAaBUIBHOMY, HO
MIPOTUBOPEYALLEMY IyXY A3bIKa IIEPEBOJIA.

Tak ke KaK ¥ IpU TPAHCIIO3UIIUHU, MBI pa3indaeM CBOOOIHYIO Win (paKyib-
TATUBHYIO MOJYJISILUIO U MOAYJISIUIO YCTOMYMBYIO MM 00si3aTenbHyo. Kiac-
CHYECKUM TMPUMEPOM 00s3aTenbHON Monynsauuu siBisiercs ¢pasa: The time
when..., koTopas B 0043aTeIbHOM MOPSAKE JOJKHA IEPEBOAUTHCS Ha (hpaHILy3-
CKUH SI3BIK CIEAYIOMMM 00pa3zom: Le moment ou; ¢ Apyroil CTOPOHBI, MOTYJISI-
s, KOTOpas MPEACTABIISIET B MOJOKUTEIBHOU (POpME TO, UTO UCXOIAHBINA S3BIK
MpeacTaBiseT B (opme OTpUIIATENLHOM, SBISETCS yarie Bcero ¢akyIbTaTHB-
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HOM, XOTS 3/1€Ch CYIIECTBYIOT HECOMHEHHBIE MPEANOUTEHUS Y KAXKIOIO SI3bIKA:
It is not difficult to show... — It est facile de demontrer... (Cp.: «<He TpymaHo mo-
Ka3aTh, 4TO...»).

Paznuira mexay ycTOMUIUBOM U CBOOOHON MOYJISIITUEH — 3TO IO CYIIECTBY
BoIpoc creneHu. Korna Mbl vMeeM A€NN0 ¢ yCTOMYMBOM MOZYJIALIMEN, BBICOKAS
YaCTOTHOCTh YHOTPEOJICHHS, TIOJIHOE MPUHATHE Y3YCOM, 3aKPETNIEHHOCTh B CJIO-
Bapsx (MJM B TPaMMATHUKE) MPUBOJUT K TOMY, YTO JIFOOOW YeJIOBEK, PEKPACHO
BIIAJICIONINI ABYMS sI3bIKAMU, HE KOJeOJeTcs rnepea HeoOX0IMMOCThI0 BBIOOpa
IAHHOIO croco0a.

[Ipu cBOOOMHON MOAYJSALMU yCTOWuUMBas (hUKcAIUsi OTCYTCTBYET, U TPO-
LeCC KaXKIbId pa3 MPOUCXOAUT 3aHOBO. OTMETHM, OJHAKO, YTO OTCIOJIA HE Clle-
JyeT, 4TO TaKas MOMYJISIUS SBJIsSETCS (paKyIbTaTUBHOM; OHA JIOJKHA MTPUBECTH
MpY MIPABUJILHOM MPUMEHECHUU K UCAIBHOMY PELICHUIO IS S3bIKA MEPEeBOAA B
COOTBETCTBUM C CHUTYyalMEW, MPEIIIOKEHHON HMCXOIHBIM SI3bIKOM. B KauecTBe
CpaBHEHHUSI MOXKHO ObLIO OBl CKa3aTh, YTO CBOOOJHAS MOIYJIALMS MPUBOAUT K
TaKOMY PELIECHUI0, KOTOPOE 3aCTaBJsICT YUTATENsl BOCKIMKHYTh: «Jla, IMEHHO
TaK 3TO HYHO BBIPA3UTh MO-(PPaHIy3CKU»; CIEI0BaTEIbHO, CBOOOAHAS MOY-
JSIUMST HAlpaBlIeHA HAa €IMHCTBEHHOE pEIIeHHE. DTO €AMHCTBEHHOE PEIICHUE
MOKOUTCSl Ha MPUBBIYHOM 00pa3ze MBIIIJIEHUS, KOTOPOE 00s3aTesIbHO, a He ¢a-
KyJIbTaTUBHO. MTak, MOKHO 3aMETHUTh, YTO MEXAY YCTOMYMBOW U CBOOOHOM
MOAYJISIIMEN UMEETCs] TOJIbKO pa3HMIlA B CTENEHU U YTO CBOOOAHAS MOYJIALIMS
MOJKET B JII00OM MOMEHT CTaTh YCTOMYHMBOM, KaK TOJIHKO OHA MOJYYHUT BHICOKYIO
CTeNeHb YaCTOTHOCTU WJIM OyJeT Npe/ICTaBlieHa B KAYECTBE €IMHCTBEHHOIO pe-
meHus (3To JenaeTcsi 0OBIYHO HAa OCHOBE aHAIM3a JBYS3BIYHBIX TEKCTOB B pe-
3yJbTaTe JUCKYCCHM HA JBYSA3BIYHOM KOH(PEPEHIIUU WU, UCXOJS U3 U3BECTHBIX
MEPEBOJIOB, KOTOPBIE UMEIOT BHICOKUH JIUTEPATYPHBIN MTPECTUK).

[IpeBpaiienrie cBOOOAHON MOIYJISLIMU B YCTOMYMBYIO MPOUCXOJIUT BCETAA,
KOT/Ia OHa (PUKCHUPYETCs B CIOBApPSIX UM B TPaMMaTHUKaX U CTAHOBUTCS MpeIMe-
TOM IpenofaBanus. HaumHasg ¢ 3TOro MOMEHTa, 0TKa3 OT MOAYJISILIUM OCYXKJa-
€TCs KaK HapylIeHHE y3yca.

Cnoco0 Ne6. DxBuBaJIeHIIUA

Mpbl yxe He pa3 TOAYEPKUBAINA BO3MOXHOCTh TOTO, UTO JBA TEKCTA OMHUCHI-
BAIOT OJHY U Ty K€ CUTYallHI0, UCIIOJb3ysl COBEPIICHHO Pa3HbIC CTHJIUCTUYE-
CKHE U CTPYKTYpHBIE CpeACTBa. B 3TOM ciiydae Mbl TOBOPHUM 00 SKBUBAJICHIIUH.
Knaccnuecknm npuMepoM 3KBUBAJICHIIMU SBJSETCS CUTYaLUs, KOTIa HEJIOBKUI
YeJIOBEK, 3a0MBAIOIIMI TBO3/Ib, TOMAAAET ce0e MO MaibliaM — Mo-PpaHITy3CKU OH
BOCKJIMKHET Aie, IT0-aHIJIMUCKH OH BOCKIIMKHET Ouch.

DTOT IpUMEP, XOTS U SABIACTCS TPYObIM, IMOTYESPKUBAET OCOOBIM XapakTep
SKBUBAJICHIIMHU: OHA HOCHUT Yalle BCEr0 CUHTarMaTUYECKUN XapaKTep U 3aTparu-
BaeT Bce coolOmieHue mneaukoM. OTcrofa CiaeayeT, 4To OOJBIITMHCTBO KBHBA-
JICHIIMH, KOTOPBIMHU MbI MOCTOSIHHO MOJIb3YEMCS, SBJSIOTCS YCTOMYMBBIMU U
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BXOJIAT B COCTaB MIUOMATHYECCKOW (Ppa3eosoTuu, BKIIFOYAs KJIHIIE, TTIOTOBOPKH,
aTbeKTUBHBIC WM CyOCTaHTUBHBIC YCTOWUMBBIC COYeTaHMs U T.A. [[0CTOBUIIBI U
MOTOBOPKH TPENICTABISIOT CO0OM, Kak MPaBWIIO, MPEKPACHYI0 WILTIOCTPAIUIO
atoro siBiaeHus: like a bull in a china shop — comme un chien dans up jeu de
quills (kak cion B mocyaHo# naBke), Too many cooks spoil the broth — Deux pa-
trons font chavirer le barque (cp.: «Y cemu HsHEK auTs 0e3 riazy»). To ke Ka-
caeTcs MIAMOMaTHYeCKUX BhIpaxkeHuil: to talk through one’s hat, as like as two
peas, KOTOpble HUKOMM O0Opa3oM HE JOJKHBI KaJIbKUPOBATHCS; M, OJHAKO,
MMEHHO 3TO MbI Ha0JII0/IaeM y TaK Ha3bIBAEMBIX JIBYS3BIYHBIX HAPOJIOB, KOTOPHIC
SBJITFOTCS KEPTBAMU MTOCTOSTHHOTO KOHTAKTa UX S3BIKOB, B PE3YyJIbTATE YErO OHU
HE BJIQJICIOT TOJIKOM HH T€M, HU JAPYyTHM. Bripodem, MOXKET CITydHUThCSI, YTO He-
KOTOpbIE€ KaJIbKH, B KOHEYHOM CUETEe, MPUHUMAIOTCA JPYTUM SI3bIKOM, E€CIH
TOJIKO CUTYallusl, KOTOPYIO OHM 0003HAu4aloT, HOBA U CMOCOOHA aKKIMMATH3H-
pOBaThCSl HA MHOCTPAHHOU mo4Be. OHAKO MEPEBOIYMK HE JOJKEH OpaTh Ha ce-
Os1 OTBETCTBEHHOCTh 3a BBEJCHHE KaJICK B XOPOIINO OPTaHW30BAHHBIN S3BIK:
TOJIBKO aBTOpP MOXXET ce0e MO3BOJIUTh TaKylo (haHTa3ui0, OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 3a
yCIIEX WJIM HeyJady KOTOpPOM NOJIHOCTBIO BO3Jjlaraercsi Ha Hero. B mepesojue
CIIelyeT TpUIEPKUBATHCS 0oJiee Kilaccuuecknx (popm, Tak Kak BCSKHE HOBIIIE-
CTBa B KaJbKUPOBAHUHU BBI3BIBAIOT OOBMHECHHUS BO BHECCHHH B SI3BIK aHTJIMIIN3-
MOB, T€PMaHU3MOB WJIM UCTIAHU3MOB.

Cnoco0 Ne7. Ajanranus

CenpMoii crmoco0 sABISETCS KpallHUM IpeesioM B mpoliecce nepeoja. OH
MPUMEHUM K CITy4asiM, KOTJia CUTYaIlHsi, 0 KOTOPOH UAET peub B UCXOHOM SI3bI-
Ke, HE CYIICCTBYET B SI3BIKE MEPEBOJIA U JIOJDKHA OBITH TIEpe/laHa Yepe3 MoCpe/l-
CTBO JIPYyTrO¥ CUTYallMH, KOTOPYIO Mbl CYMTAEM SKBUBAJIEHTHOW. DTO MpEICTaB-
nsieT coOoi 0CcOObIN cllydall SKBUBAJEHTHOCTH, TaK CKa3aTh, SKBUBAJICHTHOCTh
curyaruii. B kadecTBe mpuMmepa MOKHO yKaszaTh Ha TO, YTO OTEIl aHTJIMYaHUH
MOJKET TIOIIEJIOBATh B TYOBI CBOIO JI0Yb. JTO sBIIAETCS (AaKTOM KYJIBTYPHI aHT-
JUNCKOTO HApOJa, KOTOPBIA HE MOXET UMETh MeCTa BO (DPAHILy3CKOM TEKCTE.
[TepeBectu: he kissed his daughter on the mouth ¢dpaniy3ckum il embrassa sa
fille sur le bouche, korma peus ugeT 0 TOOPOM OTIIE CEMEWCTBA, BEPHYBIIEMCS
JIOMOM MOCJe AOJATOro MyTelecTBUsA, 0003Ha4auo Obl BHECTH B COOOUIEHUE Ha
S3BIKE TIEPEBOJIa DJIEMEHT, KOTOPBIM HE CYIIECTBYET B MCXOJHOM SI3bIKE; IO CY-
MIECTBY, ATO SBHJIOCH OBI CBOETO poJa «CBepXIepeBoaom». [IpaBmiibHO OyaeT
ckazath: il serra tendrement sa fille dans ss bras (oH HexHO OOHsUT CBOIO J10Yb),
€CJIM TOJIBKO MIEPEBOIUMK HE JKEJIaeT MPUAATh CBOEMY IEPEBOy MECTHBIN KOJIO-
PUT JIEIIEBBIM CIIOCOOOM.

DTOT crmocod aganTHPOBAHUS XOPOIIO M3BECTEH CHHXPOHHBIM TEPEBOIUH-
KaM; paccKasbpIBaroT, 4To, amantupoBa cricket B Tour de France B koHTeKcTe,
IJIe YIIOMUHAJCS 0c000 MOMYJISIPHBIN BUJI CIIOPTA, TIEPEBOTYUK MOIAJ B 3aTPY/I-
HUTEIHHOE TOJIOKEHUE B CBSI3M C OTBETOM (DpaHIly3CKOTO Jieierara, KOTOPHIi
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no0arogapui opaTopa 3a YIIOMHUHAHHE CTOJIb TUITUYHOTO (PpaHIfy3CKOTO CIOp-
ta. HeoOxommMo ObUIO TIPOBECTH peaanTHpPOBAaHUE, YTOOBI BEPHYTHCS K aHT-
JUICKOMY OpUTHHAIlY, [JIe yIIOMUHaeTcs cricket. ..

OTKa3 OT ajanTUpOBaHUs, KOTOPOE 3aTParuBaeT HE TOJBKO CTPYKTYpbI, HO
TaK)KEe U CaMO Pa3BUTHUE UACH, MBICIEH, U CTTOCO0 UX (HaKTHUUECKOTO M3TIOKEHUS
B a03alle IPUBOJUT K HAIMYHUIO B «IIPABWJIBHOM)» TEKCTE€ KaKOW-TO Heolpeje-
JICHHOW TOHAIBHOCTHU, YeTO-TO (abIINBOTO, YTO HEM3MEHHO MPOSIBISIETCS B TIE-
peBoze. K coxanenuio, Takoe BIl€UaTIEHUE OYEHb YACTO MPOU3BOAST TEKCTHI,
nyOJIMKyeMble COBPEMEHHBIMH MEXIYHAPOIHBIMU OPTraHU3alMsSIMH, YJICHBI KO-
TOPBIX MO HEBEIEHHUIO WM U3 CTPEMJICHUS K HEBEPHO MOHUMAEMOW TOYHOCTHU
TpeOyroT OyKBaTbHOCTH MEPEBOOB, MAKCUMAIBHOTO KadbKUPOBaHUA. Pe3ynb-
TaTOM SIBJISIETCS «TaJIUMAThs», KOTOpasi HE IMEET Ha3BaHUS HU B OJTHOM SI3bIKE, U
KOTOpyI0 PeHd DThaMONb BecbMa CIpaBEAIMBO HApPEK «CEBEPO-aTIIaHTHUYECKUM
cabupom». Tekct He MOMKEH ObITh KadbKOW HU B CMPYKMYPHOM, HU B Me-
manunesucmuyeckom 1uiane. Bee Benukue nurepaTypHbIe TEPEBOIBI UMILTUIUT-
HO TPU3HABAJIM CYIIECTBOBAHUE CIIOCOOOB, KOTOPHIE MBI TOJIBKO YTO IEpEYHC-
JIWITH, KaK 9TO TpeKpacHo mokas3an A. XKua B cBoeM npeancioBuu K «['ammeryy.

HpnMeHeHne CE€MM BbIIICYKA3aHHbIX crnocoooB

OTU cemMb CTOCOO0B TIEPEBOIa MPUMEHSIIOTCS, XOTS U B pa3HOM CTENEHU, KO
BCEM TPEM acIeKTaM : JIEKCHKe, CTPYKTYPHOH OPpraHu3aniu u COOOIIEeHHIO.

Hampumep, MOx)HO mpuOErHyTh K cioco0y 3aMMCTBOBaHHUS KaK B JIEKCHUYE-
ckoM 1iane: bulldozer, realizer, stopover, Tak u B ruiane cooOuienus: O. K., five
o’clock tea. MoxHO mpu mepeBojie OJAHON U TOM ke (hpas3bl UCIOJIB30BATh pa3-
HBIC CIIOCOOBI, @ B HEKOTOPBIX TEPEBOJAX MBI HAOJIOAaEM MPUMCHCHHUE He-
CKOJBKHX crmoco0oB. Hampumep, mepeBoj BbIpakeHHUs paper-weight depes
press-papier SBJISICTCS OJITHOBPEMEHHO W TPAHCIO3UIMEN, U MoayJssinueit. Pas-
HBIM 00pa3om nepeBos (Haanmucu Ha ABepH) Private uepes Defencse d’enter (cp.,
«Bxop Bocmpenien») sSBIIETCS OJHOBPEMEHHO TPAHCIIO3HUIIMEH, MOTYJIAIMCH |
HKBUBAJICHIIMEH. DTO TPaHCIO3UIIUS, TTOCKOJIbKY IMpUiIarateIbHoe private mepe-
BOJUTCS Uepe3 CyOCTaHTUBHOE BBIPAKEHUE; MOAYJIAIMUS, TIOTOMY YTO MBI Iepe-
XOJIMM OT KOHCTATallMM K MpeaynpexaeHuto (cp., Wet paint uepes Prenez garde
a la peinture — OcTOpPOXXHO, OKPAILIEHO); U, HAKOHEI], 3TO SKBUBAJICHIIUS, TOTOMY
YTO MEPEBOJ TOJMydaeTcs IyTEM BOCCO3/IaHUS CHUTyallud, 0e3 oOpaieHus K
CTPYKTYPE.

Takum 06pa3om, ykazaHHbIE CITOCOOBI MOXKHO HCIIOIB30BaTh MpU padboTe ¢
ayTCHTUYHBIMU TEKCTAaMH HAa aHTJIMHACKOM SI3bIKE M HMX IEPEBOJAC Ha PYCCKHM
S3BIK.
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[Ipunoxenue 2

BreimosauTe crienyromme 3a1aHus.

1. IlpounTaiiTe TEKCT, 03HAKOMHUBIIIUCH C €70 OOIINM COJIEPKAHUEM.

2. Hanuiure aHHOTALMIO TEKCTA HA PYCCKOM SI3BIKE.

3. Hanumure pedepar TexcTa Ha aHTIUHCKOM M PYCCKOM si3bikax. OObsc-
HUTE, KaKUe rpaMMaTHYeCKre TpaHC(hopMalu ObLIN BBITTOTHEHBI BAMH.

1. Theory and construction economics

Gerard de Valence
INTRODUCTION

There has been an ongoing discussion about the future development of con-
struction economics (CE) and the role theory should take in that development.
One aspect of that discussion is the lack of agreement on a definition for CE.
Broadly, there are three views of CE. The first follows Hillebrandt and her defi-
nition of CE as the application of ‘economics to the study of the construction
firm, the construction process and the construction industry’ (2000: 3).

Raftery (1991) and Cooke (1996) also cite this as their approach. A second
view is based on the classic definition of economics as ‘the study of the alloca-
tion of scarce resources’ by Robbins (1927: 2). Ofori (1990), Gruneberg (1997)
and Myers (2004) use this as their starting point.

The third approach is somewhat more eclectic, but could be described as
economics with a focus on building and construction. Runeson (2000) does not
define building economics (the title of his book) but explains at length the char-
acteristics of economics as a science and the methodological implications of
that, a theme investigated further in his chapter in this book. The books by
Gruneberg and Ive (2000, and Ive and Gruneberg 2000) also do not neatly fall
into one of the two categories above, and offer an alternative approach. Many of
the other books on the economics of construction (e.g. Briscoe 1988; Ball 1988,
2006; Finkel 1997) or the economics of the built environment (Warren 1993) do
not define CE at all. Although this is a small sample of the field it is representa-
tive, and shows why Ofori (1994) could confidently claim then that no definition
had been accepted for CE, a situation that still exists today.

Perhaps there is no definitive answer to the ‘What is CE?’ question, or per-
haps the answer depends on the reason for asking the question in the first place.
Reflecting the different views of CE there are two approaches to the debate over
the future development of CE. The origins of this debate can be traced back to
Bon (1989), and has been taken up by Ofori (1994), Myers (2003) and de Va-
lence (2006). Comments by Bon (2001) and Bréchner (2002) put forward the
view (in different ways) that CE has not established itself as a distinct discipline.
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A recent contribution by Ive and 2 Gerard de valence Chang (2007) also consid-
ers this issue. In the discussion here these six papers are divided, with the con-
tributions of Bon, Ofori and Myers seen as largely concerned with the domain of
CE, while those from Brochner, de Valence, and Ive and Chang more concerned
with the relationship between economics and CE.

An aspect of this debate is the gap between the practice of CE, by quantity
surveyors, cost consultants and consulting economists who do life-cycle costing,
investment appraisal and cost-benefit analyses, and CE research done mainly by
academics. It would be fair to say that the debate over future development of CE
and its theoretical foundations is not a major concern for practitioners. But is it
really a concern for CE academics? If it is, what is being done about it, and if
not why not?

THE DOMAIN OF CONSTRUCTION ECONOMICS

The proposition that building economics is not established as an academic
discipline was first made in Bon’s Building as an Economic Process: An intro-
duction to building economics. In the Preface of that book he stated: ‘my main
purpose is to provide the foundations of a theoretical framework that will inform
further development of building economics’, and this will be ‘a first step toward
a consistent framework for an explanation of economizing behaviour in the
building arena’ (xiii). The five chapters in the book covered building economics,
capital theory, the building process, business and building cycles and sugges-
tions on future research. Further, the ‘objective of this book is to assemble in
one place those concepts that may contribute to the development of building
economics as a distinct discipline’ (Bon1989:25).

In Bon’s note on ‘The future of building economics’ the argument from the
1989 book was restated, the future being ‘in fields like corporate real estate and
facilities management’ (Bon 2001: 256). While the future has turned out to be
rather more complex than that statement implies, the significance of topics con-
nected to facilities management such as building use and reuse decisions has in-
creased greatly over the last decade, and this has been accompanied by a growth
in importance of building life cycles. As Bon put it ‘buildings will be designed
and constructed with the entire building process, that is, the whole building life,
in mind’ (2001: 256), again reprising his ideas from 1989. This view was echoed
by Myers (2003) in his conclusion that the sustainability agenda was central to
the future of building economics.

Next Ofori (1994) agued that construction economics has not yet developed
to the point where it could be recognized as a distinct part of general economics.
The main reason for this was the lack of consensus on the ‘main concerns and
contents’ and a lack of a coherent theory (1994: 304). Ofor1 also argued for the
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term ‘construction economics’ as preferable to ‘building economics’ because of
its wider scope (1994: 296), a distinction dismissed by Runeson in this book.

Theory and construction economics 3. The contribution to the debate from
Myers (2003) came in a paper that followed on from Ofori (1994) and Bon
(2001). In his analysis of the syllabus content of quantity surveying, construc-
tion management and civil engineering courses at 10 UK universities he fol-
lowed Ofori’s division of the discipline into two types of construction econom-
ics: construction industry economics, concerned with the application of eco-
nomic theory; and construction project economics, concerned with cost planning
and control, lifecycle costing and investment analysis. Myers found this distinc-
tion reflected in the courses offered, with the emphasis typically on one or the
other of these, and thus ‘construction economics continues to lack any coherent
conceptual structure’ (2003: 103). Myers went on to argue the future of CE will
be based on sustainability, and this will provide both a common purpose and
conceptual approach, thus solving the two major problems identified by Bon and
Ofori in their papers.

ECONOMICS AND CONSTRUCTION ECONOMICS

The other three contributions to the debate are less concerned with the topics
that CE could or should include in its domain than with the nature of the rela-
tionship between economics and CE, and the direction of the flow of ideas.

Brochner’s (2002) paper was a Keynote at a CIB W55 Symposium and a
progenitor of his chapter in this book. He asked where building economics
should be heading, and answered ‘certain types of economic theory are useful
for not only providing ideas for restructuring commercial relationships in the
sector, but also for predicting the relative sustainability of new patterns’ (2002:
1). The issue Brochner addresses is whether building economics has a role to
play in reforming the industry and suggests that proposals to change the way the
industry works have come from sociology and psychology. Further, ‘building
economists appear to have been timid’ in their application of economic theory:
is the application of economic theory a small niche with diminishing relevance
to a larger community of researchers and industry practitioners? On the other
hand, how far can construction management research proceed if it is based ex-
clusively on case studies, interviews and e-mail questionnaires, with few strong
attempts at theory building, somewhat lax in assumptions that are clearly spelled
out and where the reasoning is weak on testable predictions? (Brochner 2002: 2)

Brochner concludes that a closer engagement with economic theories of in-
dustrial organization (also called industry economics) will provide public and
private policymakers with a better understanding of incentives for the efficient
use of scarce resources in the construction and management of 4 Gerard de va-
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lence facilities (2002: 7). The chapter in this book on barriers to entry is an ex-
ample of an idea from industrial organization applied to the construction indus-
try, as i1s Brockmann’s chapter on collusion.

De Valence (2006) suggested the arguments and propositions found in the
debate over CE provided four distinct paths to the future. Two paths were the
based on the distinction between construction industry economics and construc-
tion project economics, with the former drawing on economics for its ideas and
the latter including building economics topics like cost management and plan-
ning, investment appraisal and cost-benefit analyses. These cover what has typi-
cally been the set of topics most commonly found in the field. The third path
linked building economics to facilities management as Bon advocated, and this
would include life-cycle analysis and the sustainability agenda proposed by
Myers. This could be seen as a transfer of topics like life-cycle costing in con-
struction project economics into a new category of ‘facility sustainability’ fo-
cused on the application of environmental economics to the built environment.
The fourth path is ‘closer engagement with economic theories of industrial or-
ganization’ that Brochner argued for in 2002, an argument developed further in
his chapter here. In an analysis of topics found in fifteen CE texts de Valence
(2006: 662) allocated a significant number to the industry economics/industrial
organization area. This lends support to Brochner’s argument about the potential
and importance of topics that come from industry economics as a theoretical
base for CE. De Valence went on to suggest: One of the other interesting things
about the range of topics covered in these books is the way that many of them
are not found in the CE and CM journals. Examples of this are Hillebrandt’s
stages of procurement and market power typology, market definition as in
Gruneberg and Ive, the industry as perfectly competitive (Runeson, Cooke) or
not (Ive and Gruneberg), and whether the output of the industry is a product
(Ofori) or a service (Runeson, Hillebrandt). These would seem to be debates
worth pursuing, because the discussion would contribute to our understanding of
the nature of the industry, the activities undertaken, relationships between play-
ers and theoretical foundations for CE. (de Valence 2006: 663)

De Valence then suggested ‘an alternative fifth’ path based on emerging
economic theories and approaches that have changed or challenged widely held
views on macroeconomic issues such as capital theory, the business cycle and
interest rates, and provide alternatives to the neoclassical synthesis that worked
so well in macroeconomics for several decades. Examples of new macroeco-
nomic theories include endogenous growth theory, with its emphasis on capital
investment and innovation, real business-cycle theory and the effect of supply
side shocks, evolutionary economics with its focus on capital, productivity and
the dynamics of growth, and new Keynesian Theory and construction economics
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5 economics which emphasizes the roles of time and capital. All these theoreti-
cal approaches offered fresh insights into many (mainly macroeconomic) issues,
and pointed to potential new research and policy directions. The ideas found in
these economic theories could be applied to the building and construction indus-
try, and this offers potential for development of theoretical foundations and new
research directions for modern CE. Like Brochner, this sees a flow of ideas from
economics to CE rather than the reverse.

The last contribution to the debate discussed here is from Ive and Chang
(2007) in a paper that also addressed the relationship between CE, economics
and management. Their concern was the extent of progress towards recognition
of CE as a sub-discipline of economics, measured by citations and authorship
across the journals of the main discipline and the ‘putative sub-discipline’. Pa-
pers published in Construction Management and Economics between 2000 and
2006 were examined and classed as ‘economics of construction’, ‘construction
management’ or ‘building economics’. In their view, without a theoretical
breakthrough that is recognized by mainstream economics the best that construc-
tion economics can aspire to is the application of propositions from economics
to the understanding of behaviour and explanation of institutions within con-
struction: we can conclude that the economics of construction is still closer to
‘management of construction’ than will be most economics papers to any body
of management literature and that ideas coming out of economics do not pre-
dominate in it relative to those coming out of management science. We also
found a substantial body of papers that we categorized as ‘building economics’,
because of their lack of reference to recognized economics. And: The economics
of construction should ‘ideally’ face two ways: back towards the sources of its
ideas (which should include the economics profession), to whom it can report on
applications of theory, and forward towards the users of its normative work, to
whom it can make recommendations. Meanwhile it also needs to look ‘side-
ways’ at itself, developing positive analysis whose value lies in adding to our
understanding of why construction is organized as it is — something of critical
importance for the development of CE, but which is not perhaps a main concern
either to mainstream economists or to construction ‘users’ (Ive and Chang 2007:
14).

Also, Ive and Chang point out that in economics after 1980 topics emerged
and gained recognition that ‘potentially bear closely upon the practical concerns
of construction economics’. These include transactional relationships, contracts
and reputation, networks, contracting-out, joint ventures 6 Gerard de valence
and auctions. The chapter by Drew on auctions in this book is clearly in this
path.
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Ive and Chang share a similar view to Brochner and de Valence, with a
largely one-way traffic in ideas from economics to CE, but by highlighting the
requirements are rather more pessimistic about the prospects of CE finding an
area where a breakthrough to sub-discipline status could be possible.

This point is important and is revisited below. Before then, however, ques-
tions about the relationship between the economics of construction and construc-
tion management (CM) the Ive and Chang paper raises should be given more
consideration.

PRODUCTION THEORY

The economic theory of production developed after the mid-eighteenth cen-
tury was one of the main topics of classical political economy and focused on
the generation of net revenue, first from agriculture and later from industry and
manufacturing. As marginal analysis replaced classical economics in the second
half of the nineteenth century, ‘production theory was squeezed into the general
framework of the optimal allocation of scarce resources: a framework originally
developed to deal with the problem of pure exchange’ (Gilbert 1987: 990). In
the neoclassical theory of production the starting point is a set of physical tech-
nological possibilities represented by a production function, based on the cost
minimization and profit maximization objectives of the firm. The objective of
neoclassical production modelling has been to construct general equilibrium
models with demand and supply functions for a wide range of products and fac-
tors of production, based on the range of substitution possibilities among outputs
and inputs at different points in time. The main issue has been the technical con-
straint that describes the range of production processes available to a firm and
determines the cost base (Jorgenson 1987: 1003).

The economic theory of production described above is clearly based on the
manufacturing industry and the production decisions that these firms have to
make in regard to technology, processes and routines used to create output. This
gives technology a key role in determining efficiency. However, there is more to
the story, because management of the production process determines, to a large
extent, the efficiency with which inputs are utilized. Denison (1993: 24) con-
cluded his review of growth accounting and productivity research with com-
ments on the role of management in productivity. He argued that some, probably
significant, portion of the productivity slowdown in the 1970s was due to a de-
cline in management effectiveness in American industry. Alternatively, there
may have been a slackening in competitive pressures and less innovation in
management methods, leading to a slower rate of productivity growth in the
1970s and 1980s compared to the 1960s. This sentiment has been echoed by
Hamel and Breen (2007) who argue that there have been no new ideas in man-
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agement thinking for Theory and construction economics 7 many years. Either
way, the key role of management in generating production efficiency is clear,
and the importance of managing technology is central to that role (Mowery and
Rosenberg 1998). Outside the lean construction movement there has been lim-
ited interest in a, or indeed any, theory of production as applied to the construc-
tion industry. What is found instead are various practice-based approaches, typi-
cally based on one of a range of management theories. Influential management
theories, such as Porter’s five forces (1980) and international competitiveness
(1990), Hammer and Champy’s process reengineering (1995), also Davenport
(1993) on reengineering with information technology, and learning organiza-
tions (Argyris 1999) are all regularly found in papers in the building and con-
struction literature addressing issues such as competitiveness, global markets
and organizational capability.

The construction literature has many examples of management theories be-
ing used, usually during a period when they had gained a high profile in other
industries. The short time in the spotlight for many management theories was the
basis of Shapiro’s (1995) book, and described by Abrahamson (1996). Some
candidates for management fads in construction might be total quality manage-
ment (e.g. Love et al. 2000), supply chain management (e.g. Love et al. 2002),
knowledge management (Anumba et al. 2005) and relationship management
through partnering (e.g. Cheng and Li 2002) or strategic alliances (e.g. Pietro-
forte 1997). Project-based management (see Turner and Keegan 2000) may have
already come and gone. In the evolution of lean construction and Koskela’s
ideas since the 1992 publication of Application of the New Production Philoso-
phy to Construction, his production theory has developed into what is now the
Transformation-Flow-Value (TFV) theory (see Koskela’s chapter in this book
for more on this, and an alternative approach to the argument here).

For the construction industry, the ideas and methods of lean construction of-
fer an alternative to the management theories mentioned above, and any of the
many other management theories around. Apart from the usefulness of concep-
tualizing production processes in a discipline traditionally preoccupied with
practical matters, lean construction is the only theory of production to have been
developed specifically for the construction industry. Therefore it provides in-
sights into the range of processes that are involved, based on theory, that lead to
propositions that can be tested by application to building and construction pro-
jects.

When discussing how the theory of production can be related to CE and CM
it would seem a natural step to suggest that the economic theory of production
aligns with CE; after all, these are both about economics. However, is this true?
The economic theory of production is concerned with output and technology,
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typically defined (modelled) as production under a technical constraint. Much of
CE is concerned with a range of activities that seem to be more involved with
delivering products necessary to the sequences of steps involved in getting a
building from conception to delivery: feasibility 8 Gerard de valence studies,
cost planning, life costs, market analysis and so on. These are much more on the
management side, akin to common tasks such as capital budgeting, activity-
based costing and marketing, which also deliver tangible outputs (budgets,
plans, etc.).

An interesting aspect of managerial theories is the extent of productive
knowledge that is implicit in them. Most of the strategic, reengineering, market-
ing and so forth theories use extensive knowledge about a firm, its competitors,
products and markets as their base. Likewise, many of the tasks undertaken
within CE have a significant amount of prior productive knowledge, such as a
method of measurement, a design evaluation or an industry analysis. A distinc-
tive characteristic of productive knowledge is that it is typically distributed in
work groups or across organizations (Nelson 2000). Some knowledge is shared
(held by several individuals) and some is complementary and used in a coordi-
nated manner. This seems to reflect the diverse range of skills and tasks that CE
encompasses, from project-based to industry-wide analyses. Based on the two
aspects of products delivered and the productive knowledge required to produce
them, a link between CE and management theories of production can be drawn.

On the other hand, CM seems to be about resource allocation and delivery of
a product (i.e. project), apparently a very economic-orientated set of activities.
Although a wide range of management tools and methods are used in the course
of a project over the conception-to-handover cycle, the emphasis is actually on
the way that the production process is managed. Thus the central role is given to
schedules and risk management. Further, the generic nature of project manage-
ment supports this view. There is some specific knowledge in CM required for
delivering construction projects, but the broader set of project management skills
are not industry specific and are very much about getting the various processes
needed for a particular project right.

Also, many of the important decisions in CM are often about the technology
to be used: what type and how many hoists and cranes, and on-site versus off-
site fabrication for example. The substitutability of capital (how much equip-
ment) and labour (how many workers on-site) is apparent on every construction
site. The treatment of production technology in construction seems rather ad
hoc, and a theoretical framework backed up by modelling of processes could
significantly improve productivity and efficiency. Economic theory gives tech-
nology the key role in determining efficiency, with management of the produc-
tion process determining the level of efficiency. Thus a link between CM and
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the economic theory of production is found. These are both process-based and
concerned with production technology choices. To confound this neat, if unan-
ticipated, linking of CE to management theory and CM to economic theory is
the position of lean construction. Lean is all about management, as Womack et
al. (1990) keep reminding us, and is the manufacturing philosophy of the age
(see Fujimoto 2000 and Theory and construction economics 9 Florida and
Kenney 2000 for the extent of this). While the underlying vision of lean con-
struction is an industrialized process of delivering construction projects, the fo-
cus 1s on managing processes. This is particularly true of the Last Planner and
the activity definition model but also applies to the overall Lean Project Deliv-
ery System in general (Koskela et al. 2002). Following the argument above, a
process-based approach is closer to the economic theory of production (a view
that the key points made in Koskela’s chapter here rather support). In fact, with
the roots of lean construction in CM this result fits nicely with the preceding ar-
gument. This is not the obvious form of linkage between the theories of produc-
tion discussed above and CE and CM. What it strongly indicates is the gap be-
tween theory, research and practice in CE. The activities referred to above all
fall into the parts of CE that relate to building economics and the construction
industry economics of sustainability. Where are the topics and issues that under-
pin theory and research?

CONCLUSION

The proposition that building economics is a still-emerging field does not
appear to be controversial. From the debate over the future of CE five distinct
paths were identified:

1 Building economics, or construction project economics

2 Construction economics, or construction industry economics

3 Facility sustainability, or environmental economics applied to buildings

4 Theories of industrial organization applied to building and construction

5 New macroeconomic theories applied to the building and construction.

Clearly CE has not, to date, developed a theoretical base that would allow a
claim for it as a discipline or body of knowledge in its own right, and Ive and
Chang were not optimistic about the ability of CE to generate the sort of theo-
retical development that would give it the status as a recognizable sub-discipline
within economics. However, CE is not a theory-free zone. Many of the papers
published in the field are explicitly or implicitly based on a theoretical proposi-
tion of some sort, usually imported from another discipline such as economics,
finance, management or organizational theory. Often the theory is not elaborated
at length or in detail. Generally, theory is not the focus of the research, and the
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paper for publication is typically about the application, because construction
journals tend to emphasize research results rather than theory.

Production theory is one area that could be relevant to CE and CM because
the delivery of a new building or construction project is clearly about producing
something. However, production theory is complex. The economic theory of
production developed out of the classical concern with marginal productivities
into a production function focused on substitutability of factors under 10 Gerard
de valence a technological constraint. CM could be reinterpreted in these terms
because of the emphasis on construction technology, but it would need to explic-
itly consider the labour—capital trade-offs available in the choice of production
methods. A relationship between CM and the economic theory of production
was suggested because both are process-based and concerned with technology
choices.

For CE the evidence does not support a strong link to economic production
theory. On the other hand, the link to management theories appears to offer op-
portunities for extension and development of the skill and knowledge base. The
management and application of productive knowledge could be taken as a core
capability of CE because of the strong technical base and analytical nature of
many of the tasks covered by CE. Further, putting this productive knowledge
into the context of distributed knowledge also makes sense for CE, because of
the diverse range of tasks and skills that CE incorporates. It was argued that
many CE tasks deliver products associated with different stages of a project,
many of course associated with budgets and cost planning.

There is not the apparent emphasis on managing processes that was found in
CM. Combined with the productive knowledge required for CE products, a rela-
tionship between CE and management theories of production was suggested.
Perhaps surprisingly, it turns out that production theory may be useful in con-
ceptualizing CE and CM, at least as academic disciplines. While this may be re-
garded as irrelevant scholasticism by today’s industry practitioners, much of
what they do is based on the work of research and theory developed decades ago
by our predecessors. Likewise, we should aspire to influence what will be taken
for granted as industry practice in the decades to come.

Therefore there is a need for these theoretical bases to be more fully devel-
oped and elaborated for CE to become recognized as a discipline. Indeed, a de-
bate over what theoretical bases are available, where they could be used, and the
appropriate methodology would be useful in its own right. Perhaps more impor-
tant, though, would be an ongoing debate about the characteristics of the indus-
try, projects and participants from a theoretical perspective rather than an ongo-
ing ‘accumulation of facts’ from case studies and surveys. In this respect the ap-
proach taken to industry studies by researchers in the economic field of indus-
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trial organization is relevant, because the field uses empirical research into
firms, products and markets to inform and develop their theories.
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2. Developing construction economics as industry economics

Jan Brochner
INTRODUCTION

Work by many construction economists has been directed towards cost and
time prediction in construction projects, along with macroeconomic applica-
tions. While part of this orientation can be explained by linkages to the teaching
of estimating and scheduling, the question is posed whether construction eco-
nomics can be instrumental in reforming construction. The development of in-
formation and telecommunications technologies as well as deregulation in many
countries are identified as two forces of change that jointly explain recent verti-
cal disintegration and horizontal integration in construction-related industries. In
addition, theories of industry economics have changed and developed new ap-
proaches to information, institutions and incentives.

Three topics for construction economics are outlined against this back-
ground. These are integration and innovation, signalling in real-estate markets
and finally, developing public procurement. Concluding remarks broaden the
discussion of knowledge and incentives to include global aspects of the future
development of construction economics, in particular the links between the eco-
nomics of construction and of constructed facilities.

THE SCOPE OF CONSTRUCTION ECONOMICS

For many years, progress made by construction economists has meant an in-
creasing sophistication in analyzing and predicting cost and time of projects or
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otherwise in the analysis of macro data for the construction sector in various
economies. Let us begin this chapter by looking at what researchers in the field —
not all of whom would brand themselves as construction economists — actually
do, before we turn to background forces that are changing both industry in gen-
eral and economic theory itself. Next, the question will be where construction
economics should be heading. The argument is then that certain types of eco-
nomic theory are useful for not only providing ideas for restructuring commer-
cial relationships and government regulation in the sector, but also for predicting
the relative Developing construction economics as industry economics 15 sus-
tainability of new patterns. The need for a better understanding of incentives for
innovation in construction, both for firms and for individuals, is emphasized in
that context.

Just mention construction economics, and most readers will think of fore-
casts of cash flow in construction projects, studies of tendering for projects, both
how these should be priced, and given the tenders, how these can be used for
predicting total project cost to the owner. Sometimes the focus is on predicting
duration rather than cost, and then we are not far from studies that analyse and
assess construction site productivity. Costs of maintaining and running buildings
and their components are also studied with similar methods. The time dimension
enters when investment analysis is applied to find the optimal extent and timing
of investments in construction projects or concessions that cover longer periods
of time. Another group of studies involve cost minimization for construction site
logistics or equipment, using simulation or other methods for finding optimal
solutions. Access to more efficient software has been important here, just as for
the application of more advanced statistical methods to analysis and prediction.

Construction economists also engage in macroeconomic issues. How the
construction sector is related to the rest of the economy in terms of growth, con-
struction output in relation to GDP, the effect of money supply on construction
output, as well as other applications of sectoral input/output analysis are subject
to increasingly sophisticated econometric analyses. Today we see raised ambi-
tions to investigate the dynamic properties of these relations. As to the use of re-
sults, regardless of how actively or passively a government pursues industrial
policies, there remains a need for regional and national forecasts of construction
activity. Other dynamic theories account for stages of the property cycle and its
consequences for new construction. Optimistic investors in the nineteenth cen-
tury could still be excused for a lack of scientific insight into the cyclical nature,
but presentday investors should know better. The continued appearance of prop-
erty booms and busts is an intriguing example of individual incentives being
misaligned with solid theoretical and empirical knowledge.
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Although construction economists, followed by construction industry repre-
sentatives, habitually refer to the importance of the construction sector for eco-
nomic growth and proudly stress the considerable portion of a nation’s wealth
that is embedded in its stock of built facilities, these sentiments are not always
shared by others. A respected, widely read international periodical such as The
Economist seems to dislike or more often ignore the construction sector. Hous-
ing starts and construction booms (Sept. 17, 2005) will appear in its pages as an
indicator of business activity, also trends in office rent levels and property crises
(June 26, 2010), but a perceived lack of transparency in construction firms (June
3, 2006), as well as their involvement in government infrastructure projects with
what reflects dubious political priorities (Dec. 11, 2004), is no help. The old ar-
guments for linking the construction sector to growth are no longer respected. 16
Jan Brochner Over the years, there have been broad studies, mostly published in
the United Kingdom and pioneered by Bowley (1966), where economic theories —
at least used discursively — have provided the basis for recommendations for
changes in government policy or in the way that firms in the industry operate
and relate to each other.

One explanation for the present more narrow emphasis which also relies
heavily on statistical analysis, easily seen in any of the journals where construc-
tion economists publish their research, is that estimating and scheduling are im-
portant topics on both the construction management and the quantitysurveying
curricula. Many academics believe that good teaching should be based on hands-
on experience of analytical research. A second reason is that the pattern for pub-
lishing research has changed and that the framework of the single article dis-
courages broadness and obviously precludes a booklength style of treatment.
The unfortunate consequence of the publication pattern is that, at present, many
construction economists appear to tinker with small refinements constrained
within a mindset that belongs to a traditional system of commercial relationships
in the industry.

The exercise of construction economics — and obviously if we choose to
speak of construction econometrics — is closely associated with access to data.
There are many methods in the arsenal that can be exploited in a research con-
text but are of little use in practice because firms lack the data to feed them with.
Risk management based on the theory of real options is just one application
where data supply is vital. It is possible that the rise of very big firms will pro-
vide much better internal access to data, allowing researchers to dust off old re-
ports accumulated on their shelves or disks and finally putting them to good use.

Considering the data used by construction economists for macroeconomic
modelling, we suffer from a situation where publicly available macroeconomic
data are based on obsolescent classifications of activities, which reduce our abil-
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ity to understand relations between construction, facilities services and the rest
of the economy. The recent (2006) revision of the European NACE classifica-
tion is a step in the right direction, since both construction project development
and facilities management services are identified and brought together with
more traditional construction activities.

Analysis of prices is otherwise in the domain of real-estate economists;
many construction economists would probably enjoy analyzing prices in relation
to costs, and it is anything but a new idea that analysis of property prices should
be able to provide guidance for the choice of building designs. Unfortunately,
linear additivity and other simplifications necessary for regression analysis have
so far stopped us from linking hedonic price analyses, which estimate implicit
prices for a number of characteristics of a piece of property, to a range of costs
for various designs for a new building.

It is recognized that the success of a facilities management contract is not to
be measured by traditional indicators of internal productivity for the provider of
services, but rather through its contribution to the productivity Developing con-
struction economics as industry economics 17 of a core business. One missing
link that would allow us to gauge the true, derived productivity of a particular
way of delivering facilities management services is the effect on the productivity
of employees that use the facilities in question. But it is seldom thought of that
the success of construction, understood as a support phenomenon, should ideally
be estimated through its contribution to a client core business.

Finally, the development of information technology with networked per-
sonal computers in firms is at least partly responsible for an increased appetite
for non-monetary measures, neither cost nor revenue. The meteoric rise of the
balanced scorecard has almost thrown us back to the context of premonetary so-
cieties such as that of the ancient Mesopotamians who only counted workers,
bushels of wheat, and similar quantities (Nissen ef al. 1993). As we leave the
world of old-fashioned accounting, we need more standardization of systems for
defining, collecting and weighting ‘soft’ aspects so that these can be matched
with financial data.

TO IMPROVE PROJECTS OR TO REFORM AN INDUSTRY

The question should now be asked whether construction economics could be
instrumental in reforming construction by providing a solid base of knowledge,
or whether it should be confined to less ambitious tasks on the construction pro-
ject level, although those tasks are performed with increasingly advanced meth-
ods, such as we have seen in recent years.

Meanwhile, the arena for scientifically based proposals to change the way
the construction sector operates has been populated by researchers who rely on
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concepts more likely to emanate ultimately from sociology and psychology than
from economics. The successive spread of economic analysis to broader fields
of application through the inclusion of concepts taken from sociology and psy-
chology (Lazear 2000) has attracted less interest. The economic approach im-
plies that we recognize individuals and firms to be maximizers of utilities and
profits; thus light is thrown on the institutional context that makes it rational for
construction contractors and other sector participants to engage in behaviour that
appears to be in need of change. Although as we shall see there are recent con-
tributions that change the picture, construction researchers have been slow to
rise to the challenge. Perhaps this is because the application of economic theory
is felt to be more rigorous than alternative theoretical foundations. Perhaps it is
because of lack of suitable data.

So is the application of economic theory a small niche with diminishing
relevance to a larger community of researchers and industry practitioners? On
the other hand, how far can construction management research proceed if it is
based exclusively on case studies, interviews and e-mail questionnaires with low
response rates, displaying few strong attempts at theory building, being some-
what lax in theoretical assumptions that are clearly 18 Jan Bréchner spelled out,
and where the reasoning 1s weak on testable predictions? It can be argued that
we need more economic analysis if we wish to create a better industry in the
sense of finding commercial patterns that brings the activities of firms closer to
customer preferences, managing scarce resources in consonance with sustainable
growth.

FORCES OF CHANGE

Just like other industries in both rich and poor countries, construction is sub-
ject to two main forces that have had a strong impact on integration and disinte-
gration of firms over the last fifteen or twenty years. The first force is the devel-
opment of information and telecommunications technologies, whereas the sec-
ond is widespread deregulation, in particular the liberalization of financial mar-
kets in many regions of the world. Which has been the impact on firms? The
oddity is that what was claimed as distinguishing features of ‘New Economy’
firms in the millennium hype wave sounded familiar. Firms were now supposed
to be virtual, agile, project-based and engage their customers in co-production,
but this was something that has been known as typical of construction contrac-
tors during history. Indeed, it can be thought mysterious that anything at all hap-
pened to construction, while firms in other industries looked as if they strived
for remodelling themselves on construction, such as in the case of tyre manufac-
turing (Brusoni and Sgalari 2006), usually blind to the fact or reluctant to admit
the model.
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The effect of the two main forces can be accelerated or retarded by other
background factors. Thus, tax considerations in a given national context may af-
fect both divestment and integration. While the two forces imply a much freer
flow of information across country boundaries and globalized financial markets,
the same cannot be said for the movement of individuals. Legal restrictions on
immigration and how these restrictions are applied in practice affect the devel-
opment of the construction workforce and thus also the industry image and way
of functioning in many countries.

Around 1990, vertical disintegration, or outsourcing as it rapidly was la-
belled, at IBM and other large firms was a reality, accompanied by a new way of
thinking about the core competencies of a firm. While this had a long history in
manufacturing, outsourcing of services was a relative novelty (Brochner 2006).
The deregulation of financial markets appears to have reduced the comparative
advantage of an efficient internal mechanism for assessing and financing new
ventures within conglomerates. Instead, core competencies and core business
gained prominence. This implied greater reliance on external suppliers, often
created by outsourcing non-core support activities. Traditionally it has been
known that there is a tendency for firms to engage in vertical integration when
capacity bottlenecks start appearing as the top of the business cycle comes
closer. When bust conditions loom at the horizon, acquisitions tend to be di-
vested. However, what Developing construction economics as industry econom-
ics 19 evolved during the 1990s was that disintegration continued throughout an
unusually long period of strong demand. Additionally, the tendency to resort to
external suppliers can also be explained by reduced costs for specification and
monitoring of contracts, again owing to advances in information and communi-
cations technology.

If we choose to view contractors as external suppliers, it is no surprise that
construction firms during the last ten or fifteen years tend to present the opposite
of outsourcing and downsizing. Since the early 1990s, there has been a remark-
able series of acquisitions and sometimes mergers that have raised the number of
employees in large firms active in a number of countries. Horizontal integration
as a growth path is evident not just in construction (Ball 2006, Ch. 12) but also
in other construction-related service industries such as security services, facility
support services, logistics, and consultancy services. Earlier assumptions that
technical regulations issued by governments and chasms between national cul-
tures were major obstacles to the growth of multi-national service giants have
been falsified by events. We may now observe an increase in firm size in con-
struction and related services, in some countries proceeding until a ceiling im-
posed by competition legislation and policies is reached. Available estimates of
concentration in the British construction sector (McCloughan 2004) show that
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there is significant variation in concentration among specialist trades; where en-
try is less easy and capital more important, concentration is predictably higher,
and rose sharply in the late 1990s. In general, and sooner or later, the position of
the largest firms will resemble one of government-accorded privilege under
competition regulations, a position comparable to ownership of intellectual
property and infrastructure concessions. Competition law is a field where eco-
nomic theory is actually applied by government and crucial for the competitive
situation of firms.

Turning to economic theory, there are developments that are relevant to the
future of construction economics. As Joseph Stiglitz (2000) writes in his over-
view of how the economics of information has developed: ‘it is now recognized
that information is imperfect, obtaining information can be costly, there are im-
portant asymmetries of information, and the extent of information asymmetries
is affected by actions of firms and individuals.” The insight that conduct influ-
ences industry structure — and vice versa — is fundamental to our present under-
standing of competition in markets; while government policies reflect earlier
concerns with static conditions, as expressed in market shares for particular
firms, researchers today would concentrate attention to the contestability of
markets, in other words the conditions facing new entrants (Audretsch et al.
2001).

The study of asymmetries of information includes how firms and individuals
engage in signalling when direct observation of qualities is costly or impossible
for a buyer (Riley 2001). And the label of New Institutional Economics can be
useful to collect studies that share three assumptions: (i) that individuals suffer
from cognitive limits (bounded rationality), (i1) that 20 Jan Bréchner complex
contracts are fundamentally and unavoidably incomplete, and (iii) that individu-
als have a capacity for conscious foresight (Williamson 2000). On these founda-
tions, it is possible to gain new insights into how incentives for firms and indi-
viduals affect issues such as innovation and quality of construction, issues that
are of considerable interest to both industry and academia.

A wider application of assumptions and arguments typical of current theo-
ries of industrial organization should be fruitful not only for providing ideas for
restructuring commercial relationships in the sector, but also for predicting the
relative sustainability of new patterns.

INDUSTRIALIZING CONSTRUCTION ECONOMICS

Given the changes in both industry and theory, there are three topics that
should be given more attention in the years to come. These are integration and
innovation, signalling in real-estate markets and developing public procurement.
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Integration and innovation

By definition, outsourcing implies that the firm has once produced with its
own employees what it now buys over the market. Instead, the pattern found in
construction is characterized by subcontracting of services that frequently lack a
history of having been produced in-house (Costantino and Pietroforte 2002,
2004). On the other hand, construction contractors often reveal an interesting
tendency to diversify into a wide range of activities that appear to defy an un-
ambiguous identification of their core business (Casson 1987; Cho 2003). At
least two theories of the firm are ready to supply explanations here, related to
contracts (transaction cost economics) and the resource-based view; both of
these can be brought in to explain how construction firms integrate vertically
(Bridge and Tisdell 2004). A crucial question when applying transaction cost
analysis is how to model the effect on production costs of alternative modes of
governance (Chang 2006; Bridge and Tisdell 2006). It is now possible to detect
a move towards vertical reintegration in the British construction sector (Caccia-
tori and Jacobides 2005), and it is interesting to speculate on the nature of the
long-term consequences in national and global markets.

The complexities of construction firms doing business internationally has
led Ofori (2003) to plead for more than one approach to strategy analysis. Hori-
zontal integration of construction activities across national boundaries may in-
clude an element of vertical integration when firms develop their foreign en-
gagements; Cuervo and Pheng (2005) found that protecting the reputation of the
firm and managing the quality of service to clients were perceived as important
reasons for Singapore contractors to internalize their foreign activities. There is
a link between international strategy research and Developing construction eco-
nomics as industry economics 21 integration issues that could be exploited fur-
ther: Ling et al. (2005) found that foreign contractors entering the Chinese mar-
ket appear to need to combine a strategy of differentiation with one of low cost
rather than choosing between these alternatives. This combination of strategies
recurs, albeit on a regional level, in a study of how Alicante housebuilders per-
form (Claver et al. 2003).

In recent years, the role of innovation and technology for the dynamics and
evolution of industries has moved to occupy the centre stage of industry eco-
nomics (Malerba 2007). There are numerous explanations why construction
firms at least appear to be — and probably are — less innovative than hightech-
nology manufacturers (Reichstein et al. 2005). Enforceable intellectual property
rights are scarce; competitors easily gain access to and imitate any innovations,
and the service nature of contracting or construction-related technical consul-
tancy services are two reasons. Lack of return on investments in research and
development is often evident for construction contractors, and part of the expla-
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nation will be given below in the context of quality signalling. If individuals and
firms in an industry exhibit ‘satisficing’ behaviour rather than utility or profit
maximizing, their behaviour can be interpreted as reflecting bounded rationality
or as a symptom of risk aversion, a wish to receive safe returns. Both interpreta-
tions should direct us to consider the effects of changes in institutional settings,
whether by government intervention or by concerted industry action. An indica-
tion of the potential is given by the variety of construction sector and institu-
tional traditions within major European countries and the consequences for in-
novation (Miozzo and Dewick 2004).

The difficulty of predicting long-term consequences of new technologies af-
fects not only component development but also contracting; site equipment that
is not built-in gives its producer greater opportunities for managing or disregard-
ing long-term risk, but innovation there will be classified under manufacturing
and not under the construction sector. Surely, the disappointing low activity in
construction innovation something could be raised if construction is reclassified
statistically along the value chain (Winch 2003)? An alternative approach is to
view construction as primarily an industry of service producers and to define in-
novation not only as narrowly technological but also including organizational
novelty. Already in the preface to their Economics of the Modern Construction
Firm, Gruneberg and Ive (2000) list several distinct characteristics of construc-
tion firms that affect their modus operandi. Most of these factors, including a
high degree of project uniqueness, point clearly to innovation in the service sec-
tor (Miles 2005) and not to manufacturing as the obvious paradigm. If we persist
in viewing construction as akin to manufacturing, we have to acknowledge that
the rate of construction technology innovation was perhaps higher in ancient
Rome (Lancaster 2005) than today and that we are dealing with an industry that
has an exceedingly long life cycle. Nevertheless, we should note that the long-
time perspective is far from unique to many innovations in construction technol-
ogy, and firms that wish to exploit 22 Jan Brochner advances in the life sciences
have to live with severe regulation intended to minimize health risks for patients
and even for future generations.

Construction quality and signalling in the real-estate markets

The theory of market signalling and screening is a cornerstone of the new
economics of information (Riley 2001). Signalling deals with overcoming ad-
verse effects of asymmetric information in markets. While this theory can illu-
minate knowledge-sharing practices associated with partnering in construction
projects and many other phenomena, the application outlined here is how signal-
ling creates incentives for higher construction quality. Whoever has built a facil-
ity 1s likely to know more about its hidden faults and technical characteristics,
including its potential for sustainability, than the typical buyer in the real-estate
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market. Also, anybody with some experience of running the facility will know
more than a prospective buyer. There is thus a strategy choice in commercial re-
lationships: am I as a seller paid a premium for facility characteristics that are
difficult or impossible to observe? What might cause this premium to emerge in
the market?

Bon (2001) argued that construction economists should concern themselves
more with monitoring buildings over their life cycles, offering strategies and
tools for dealing with change, rather than predicting every possible change. Any
implementation of this principle has to take search costs for information and
asymmetries into account. Those who design and construct high-quality build-
ings may follow three strategies. One strategy is passive, continuing to provide
good quality and hoping that there will be future although uncertain rewards
from a good reputation.

The second strategy is to aim directly at the premium and provide easily di-
gested information in a standardized form that would influence the price paid for
the facility. The third strategy is to acknowledge that real-estate funds and simi-
lar investors are more occupied with the analysis of taxation and incentives for
fund managers than with the technical quality of built facilities; the ultimate
consequence for builders is then to integrate downstream and reach towards fa-
cilities services for, let us say, offices. In fact, embedding information and com-
munications technologies in buildings may provide a reason for component sup-
pliers to involve themselves in design, construction and facilities management
(Brochner 2003). The second strategy is particularly rewarding as an object of
analysis. It is one way of redirecting construction economics towards sustain-
ability issues, which has been called for by Myers (2003). Noteworthy contribu-
tions where signalling is in focus have been made by Liitzkendorf and Speer
(2005) as well as by Liitzkendorf and Lorenz (2005) on property performance
assessments. However, excessive information efforts can be a drawback of sig-
nalling when internal and external requirements for documentation waste project
resources. Nevertheless, there are other ways of signalling the almost unobserv-
able quality of the products and services that a firm delivers: Developing con-
struction economics as industry economics 23 engaging in university teaching
and research is one way to emit signals. Competitors in the industry will find
that this idea is not costless to appropriate, something that may make it more
profitable for the firm than engaging merely in innovative construction technol-
ogy.

Turning back for a moment to issues of integration, a particular task is to
analyze the combined effects of vertical disintegration and horizontal integration
on the relation between construction and facilities management. Financial de-
regulation and improved skills in delivering support services are the two best
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candidates for explaining why in many countries where firms in the private sec-
tor have tended to own the buildings they occupy, having seen real estate as a
good collateral and a sign of stability, there is now a process of selling to inves-
tors that belong to the financial sector or are more closely related to the investor
community (Pottinger ef al. 2002). Thus, construction firms will increasingly
meet highly skilled suppliers of facilities management. Whether the integration
of construction and facilities management is a stronger mechanism than signal-
ling for raising the long-term quality and performance of buildings remains to be
seen.

Developing public procurement

In contrast to public sector practice in most countries, private clients often
consider aspects other than price in the procurement of construction work. Of-
ten, lowest-price competition is perceived by researchers as detrimental to eco-
nomic, social and ecological sustainability in technically and socially complex
construction projects. Price competition is usually thought to require that the
project is defined in detailed specifications. In many projects, however, needs
and circumstances change during the period of construction. New construction
projects may run into unexpected geotechnical problems, while in refurbishment
projects, the condition of the existing built structure tends to be discovered in-
crementally as work is carried out. As in all repair activities, there is the problem
of ‘credence goods’ (Dulleck and Kerschbamer 2006) where buyers do not know
which quality of a good or service they need. Project scope may change signifi-
cantly after a contract is awarded, implying that the initial bid, the price asked, is
a bad predictor of the total project cost. The traditional approach, based on de-
tailed specifications and lump-sum contracts awarded on the lowest-price crite-
rion, has been at least partly abandoned in many countries today (Waara and
Brochner 2006), although its reintroduction is occasionally brought up (Dorée
2004). Traditional routes of procurement are believed to produce adversarial re-
lations and defensive strategies, hampering a smooth and constructive handling
of changes and of new circumstances, as well as the introduction of innovative
and more sustainable technologies. However, many governments are still fo-
cused on price competition and preserving a market situation with numerous
competitors for contracts. Such a policy may be warranted if there is no prospect
of change in relevant technologies. 24 Jan Bréochner Studies of tendering and
auction theory have had a late revival through the interest created by web auc-
tions and telecom license auctions. Peculiarities of construction tendering and
contracts have received new attention. In their theoretical analysis, Bajari and
Tadelis (2001) found that cost-plus contracts would be preferred to fixed-price
contracts when projects are complex; in an empirical analysis of private non-
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residential construction contracts from Northern California, Bajari ef al. (2009)
identified shortcomings of auctions as compared to negotiations when projects
are complex and contractual design incomplete. Using large volumes of data
from Californian highway contracts to analyze markups and the effects of in-
completeness, Bajari et al. (2010) estimated the relation between adaptation
costs and winning bids. Oklahoma Department of Transportation data lie behind
an analysis of sequential auctions for construction projects (De Silva et al.
2005). Although the last decade has seen a rapidly growing volume of conces-
sions procured in the United Kingdom as public—private partnerships, there has
been little analysis of the fundamental issue of under what circumstances it is
efficient to procure the construction and the operation of a facility as a bundle.
This important gap in our knowledge is only now beginning to be filled by
economists (Bennett and lossa 2006; Martimort and Pouyet 2008).

AN OUTLOOK

How does construction economics contribute to economic, social and eco-
logical sustainability? There is reason to believe that a closer engagement with
economic theories of industrial organization will provide both public and private
policymakers with a better understanding of incentives for efficient use of scarce
resources in the construction and management of facilities. Investment patterns
have not yet found a stable form for accommodating the demographic shift in
many developed countries. There 1s much that speaks for a slow shift towards
investing in securities backed ultimately by high-quality properties that result
from good construction and are managed responsibly and efficiently. However,
this development is fragile given the recurrent crises in many property markets.
Government intervention to stabilize markets might lead to complacency, but it
is probable that consumer interest will lead to a clear government focus on com-
petition and will create stronger demand for advanced analyses of construction
markets and the barriers that face potential new entrants.

There is a widespread insight that specialized knowledge is associated with
growth of firms. The very old idea of starting with the division of labour has not
lost its attraction (Cheng and Yang 2004). We should not exclude the possibility
of economies of scale that only now might emerge within very large firms once
they achieve organizing their knowledge supported by modern information
technology. Regardless of firm size, we should look for incentives, for firms and
for individuals, just as the ancient world can be understood better when incen-
tives are mapped. Developing construction economics as industry economics 25
Stronger incentives for innovation and growth in construction and construction-
related firms should be matched with policies that ensure that there are special-
ized and skilled people available. Managerial reluctance to engage specialists,
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whether these are highly educated engineers or craftsmen, can be explained by a
vulnerability to local variations in demand for specialized competence. With bet-
ter information and telecommunications technologies, also accompanied by
horizontal integration of both small and big firms, the demand for better and
more specialized education can be expected to rise.

There is an added rationale for government action within a modernized
competition policy: in order to ensure that incumbents in an oligopolistic market
are kept efficient and competitive, just raise the risk that they will be faced with
new entrants into construction or facilities management. One way of lowering
the entry barrier (cf. de Valence elsewhere in this volume) is that government
decides to provide better training on all levels of skills for an industry. Large
firms may then try to improve their efficiency legitimately by engaging in train-
ing and education, not just for their own employees, but also further upstream in
their supply chains. We should be careful not to overestimate the importance of
intellectual property rights when we explore the links between knowledge and
growth.

Poor countries and rich countries meet with different problems when devel-
oping construction and construction-related industries. However, they share a
need for providing better and more specialized education on all levels. Construc-
tion economists, collaborating across borders, may contribute to raising stan-
dards and providing new knowledge that is useful for understanding how local
conditions fit into global contexts — and can be changed.
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3. Collusion and corruption in the construction sector

Christian Brockmann

INTRODUCTION

The practice of collusion is illegal. Most capitalist countries have laws safe-
guarding competition. In the USA, anti-trust legislation prohibits monopoliza-
tion, restraints of trade, and collusion among firms. The foundation of this legis-
lation was laid 120 years ago with the Sherman Antitrust Act (1890), the Clay-
ton Antitrust Act, and the Federal Trade Commission Act (both 1914). The fun-
damental idea behind this legislation is that free competition serves the general
welfare best by limiting the power of any one party when determining price and
quantity through the interaction of supply and demand (Samuelson and Nord-
haus 1989). The idea is to protect the weaker market side and therefore to enable
a competitive market to develop that is sustainable and efficient.

Competitive markets are perceived as maximizing the welfare of society
(composed of all buyers and all sellers) since in them long-run economic profit
is zero. Economic profit is the difference between total revenue and total cost.
The economic concept of total cost takes into consideration the opportunity cost
of any activity, i.e. the value of the best forgone alternative. In other words, total
cost includes all self-supplied services priced at the value of the best forgone al-
ternative (Hirshleifer and Hirshleifer 1998). In construction these are especially
the income of the owner, interest on equity, and depreciation of plant and
equipment. Accounting profit is a different concept as it does not consider op-
portunity cost.

Summarizing the above, it becomes evident that any treatment of collusion
must draw on findings about markets, competition, and price setting mecha-
nisms. However, first we need to consider whether collusion poses a problem in
construction. As will be shown, collusion depends at times on corruption and
then the question arises whether corruption is problematic as well.

The following section provides theoretical perspectives on construction
markets, construction goods and actors, as well as competition and pricing. Then
the next section explains the impacts of theory on the practical problems of the
construction industry by looking at a specific market, Germany, pricing in
sealed-bid auctions, collusion, and the question whether collusion 30 Christian
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Brockmann is caused by external conditions, i.e. mechanics, or by internal deci-
sions, 1.e. ethics. The conclusions summarize the arguments.

Corruption

Corruption can be defined as abuse of entrusted power for private gain. A
further differentiation can be made between “according to rule” corruption and
“against the rule” corruption. Paying a bribe to receive preferential treatment for
something that the bribe receiver is required to do by law, constitutes “according
to rule” corruption (Transparency International 2008). An example in construc-
tion could be a payment for preferential privileged information that can be used
advantageously for the pricing of a project. “Against the rule” corruption exists,
on the other hand, when a bribe is paid to obtain services that the bribe receiver
is prohibited from providing. In this case, handing over a bidders’ list constitutes
an example.

Corruption is widespread in construction. The construction industry is, ac-
cording to Transparency International (2008), the most corrupt industry, easily
outpacing notorious sectors such as the defense sector (see Table 3.1). Real es-
tate and property development rank fourth. The lower the index number in Table
3.1, the more corrupt is a sector.

Corruption is also a cultural problem: there are significant differences be-
tween countries. A cluster analysis of some industrialized and some newly de-
veloped countries by Transparency International yields the results of Table 3.2.
In this case, cluster 1 contains the least and cluster 4 the most corrupt countries
of the sample. Benchmarks of the data can be found by interpreting additional
survey results.

Belgium belongs to the cluster 1 (least corrupt) and still 16 percent of the re-
spondents believe that Belgian companies use familiar or personal relationships
“often” or *“ almost always” to win public contracts. Table 3.1 Corruption in in-
dustry sectors Sector Index Public works contracts and construction 5.6 Oil and
gas 5.7 Mining 5.8 Real estate and property development 5.9 Heavy manufactur-
ing 6.1 Pharmaceutical and medical care 6.2 Civilian aerospace 6.3 Arms and
defense 6.4 Collusion and corruption in the construction sector 31

Corruption seems to be a basic ingredient of action in the construction sec-
tor. It can be employed together with collusion to improve the situation of the
seller in the market (i.e. the contractor). Having won the pennant as the most
corrupt industry seems to be a very doubtful honor.

Collusion
Collusion is the illegal cooperation of sellers in a market producing a coop-
erative instead of a competitive market result. When sellers directly talk to each
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other to determine a market price, this is done by explicit collusion. In construc-
tion, we also use the term of bid-rigging. Tacit collusion does not rely on com-
munication but on behavior or non-verbal communication. In this case sellers
follow a pattern of price-setting behavior, sometimes following a price leader
(Taylor 1995).

Evidence of collusion in the construction sector is as overwhelming as the
analysis of Transparency International on corruption. However, there exists no
systematic database. As such, the evidence is more anecdotal. It is the sheer
number of reports on collusion and their far-reaching statements that are over-
whelming. Since collusion is illegal behavior, we must assume that publications
about the problem are nothing but the tip of the iceberg.

A short and not even thorough survey on the internet gives the following re-
sults:

1. Australia (cluster 1): “Australia’s competition watchdog has accused
three rival Queensland construction companies of colluding on tender prices in a
ploy that may have blown out government project costs” (Hurst 2009).

2. Canada (cluster 1): “A grouping of construction firms in the Montreal re-
gion nicknamed ‘the Fabulous 14’ control almost 80 per cent of all bids, and
have colluded to keep rates high, Radio-Canada reported yesterday. Construc-
tion costs for public works projects are 35 per cent higher than they should be in
the Montreal area because of the collusion, costing taxpayers millions, according
to a Radio-Canada investigation” (Gazette 2009). Table 3.2 Cluster analysis of
corruption in selected countries Cluster Countries 1 Australia, Belgium, Canada,
Germany, Japan, Netherlands, Switzerland, United Kingdom 2 France, Singa-
pore, Spain, United States 3 Brazil, Hong Kong, Italy, South Africa, South Ko-
rea, Taiwan 4 China, India, Mexico, Russia 32 Christian Brockmann

3. Germany (cluster 1): “Because of suspicions of illegal price-rigging in the
construction industry the police have searched 110 apartments, business and
public offices” (Abendblatt 2009, translation by author).

4. Netherlands (cluster 1): “Several investigations by parliament, cabinet,
justice and antitrust authorities have shown a widespread use of cartels and
structural bid rigging within the Dutch construction industry” (Dorée 2004).

5. United Kingdom (cluster 1): “The Office of Fair Trading today formally
named 112 companies that it says colluded to inflate the cost of a wide range of
contracts, including tenders for schools, universities, and hospitals” (Wearden
and Milner 2008).

6. USA (cluster 2): “Six former New York City building inspectors, two re-
puted Lucchese crime family leaders and more than two dozen other people and
businesses were indicted Thursday in a sprawling racketeering case that ranges
from construction bribes to gun trafficking” (Peltz 2009).
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7. South Africa (cluster 3): “Bid-rigging is widespread in the construction
industry, Ramburuth told the forum. Firms collude with each other and they de-
cide in advance who will win a tender by the way in which they bid” (Mail &
Guardian 2009).

8. South Korea (cluster 3): “Six construction companies have been indicted
on charges of collusion in a subway construction project” (Park 2007).

9. Philippines (no cluster): “Collusion is part of the way contractors do
business but it does not mean that public works officials are involved in it, ac-
cording to Public Works Secretary . . .” (Philippine Daily Inquirer 2009).

A word of caution needs to be added: an inductive enumeration of facts can
never prove a statement; it can only serve as an assessment of a problem. The
above citations are neither representative nor inclusive; they cannot serve as in-
ductive proof. A number of people in a number of countries on five continents
state their opinion that collusion and price-rigging are widespread in construc-
tion, not more and not less. However, the presented citations on collusion in
combination with the data on corruption in the construction sector warrant us to
treat corruption and collusion as serious problems.

Theoretical perspectives

This section on construction markets defines the goods traded as contract
goods using the framework of New Institutional Economics (NIE). This estab-
lishes a principal/agent relationship that can be exploited by the contractor who
generally takes on the role of the agent with the client as the principal. Such a
perspective also allows a discussion about the type of goods traded. Are these
services or products, homogeneous or heterogencous? A discussion of the mar-
ket structure will show that contrary to the Collusion and corruption in the con-
struction sector 33 normal case, the supply side is the weaker market side in
construction, definitely a surprising result. The price evolves typically in three
stages: bid price, contract price, and final price. This implies that quantity and
price are not determined simultaneously when the quantity stays the same
throughout the process, again an unexpected insight.

Competition is a core concept in market economies and this will be briefly
surveyed. It will be shown that pricing for complex contract goods is a difficult
task burdened by errors. The client can make use of different pricing mecha-
nisms, sealed-bid auctions being the preferred option. They provide the best
economic outcome for the client.

Construction markets
In markets, buyers and sellers meet to agree on a price and a quantity for a
good with ceteris paribus applying to quality. Construction goods have a special
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feature; they can be characterized as contract goods. A transaction comprises ex-
changes and contracts by definition. On the one hand, an exchange is a transfer
of property rights without promises and future responsibilities except warranties.
On the other hand, when signing a contract, one party makes an investment and
the profitability of this depends on the future behavior of the other party (Al-
chian and Woodward 1988).

As such we can differentiate between exchange goods and contract goods.
Construction goods belong to the latter category. When the contract is signed,
the seller (contractor) promises to produce and deliver the good without defects
as specified in the contract and the buyer agrees to pay without delay. As such,
construction goods be they tangible (structures) or intangible (services) are very
different from exchange goods that are produced before purchase. Contract
goods entail a principal/agent relationship. The principal is making an invest-
ment (typically the client) and depends on the behavior of the agent (typically
the contractor). The market can take on any form, from perfect competition
through imperfect competition and up to monopolistic structures.

It will be shown that it is quite necessary to use different perspectives for the
economic analysis of collusion. First, we need to consider an ex-ante and an ex-
post perspective for contract goods. To be more precise it helps to define two ex-
post perspectives: (1) ex-post signature and (2) ex-post handover. Second, mar-
kets are to be split into three levels: national, regional, and project market. Third,
we must be aware of long-, mid-, and short-term economic effects. The impor-
tance these definitions will become evident in the course of the argument.

Construction goods and actors

The concept of contract goods belongs to the body of knowledge of NIE that
also makes use of the assumptions of economic actors who are satisficing, 34
Christian Brockmann intentionally rational, and opportunistic (Simon 1957,
1961). Opportunistic behavior is defined as self-interest seeking with guile (Wil-
liamson 1985). Under these assumptions sellers have a number of options before
(ex-ante) and after (ex-post signature) signing a contract and so do the buyers.
Among the possible opportunistic actions are: hidden characteristics, adverse se-
lection, hidden intentions, hold-up, hidden actions, and moral hazard. All these
constitute sources of uncertainty for the buyer as the principal (Table 3.3). The
concepts were developed within the principal/agent theory of NIE.

Collusion is a form of a hidden action ex-ante and it can lead to adverse se-
lection through the buyer by not choosing the optimal contractor and contract
price. During the tender phase — i.e. before signing the contract and thus also ex-
ante — the agent can make use of hidden characteristics or intentions in his offer.
In the framework of NIE a principal must expect that the agent will act with
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guile and possibly resort to collusion. This is a first theoretical perspective to
support the anecdotal evidence of the previous section.

In this book, Chapter 10 on construction markets offers a variety of ideas
about the characteristics of construction goods, discussing whether they are
products (i.e. tangible goods) or services (i.e. intangible goods). A seminal ap-
proach to defining services is by introducing the concepts of the degrees of ma-
teriality and integrativeness where the latter term means the degree of interaction
between buyer and seller (client and contractor). Products are material and non-
integrative, services are immaterial and integrative (Engelhardt et al. 1993). Us-
ing additionally the tool of the ex-ante and ex-post perspectives the answer is
clear: before signing the contract, construction projects take on the form of a
service, they are immaterial and highly integrative. During construction they
change their form and at handover they are clearly products. The designs have
materialized and the integration of the external factor (client) has come to an end
except for warranty (Figure 3.1).

Collusion could be used for all goods traded on construction markets
whether they are tangible (from an ex-post handover point of view) or Table 3.3
Sources of uncertainty for buyers in the construction market Sources of uncer-
tainty Ex-post (after signature) Principal can watch the agent’s action Principal
cannot watch the agent’s action Ex ante (before signature) Actions of the agent
are fixed Hidden characteristics Adverse selection Actions of the agent are free
Hidden intentions Hold-up Hidden action Moral hazard Collusion and corrup-
tion in the construction sector 35 intangible such as engineering services. For
the sake of simplicity we will limit the analysis to ex-ante intangible and ex-post
handover tangible contract goods. This definition excludes design (an intangible
contract good) as well as supplies and equipment (exchange goods). For such
exchange goods a different type of argument than the one presented is appropri-
ate. It will prove beneficial remembering that collusion takes place before sign-
ing the contract and as such it deals with a service.

Another question discussed in Chapter 10 is whether construction goods are
homogenous or heterogeneous. In our analysis, this depends on the focal market
and the ex-ante/ex-post perspective. The sellers on the supply side offer ex-ante
a performance. We can assume that these performances are heterogeneous.
There is a continuum of differentiation for firms and their performances caused
by available technology and financial power. A small contractor cannot imple-
ment economically a mega-project and a large contractor cannot build economi-
cally a one-family home. A look at the built environment proves the heterogene-
ity of construction goods delivered from an ex-post handover perspective. These
two statements are true for national and regional markets. They do not hold true
for the project market. Here, the outcome depends on the client’s approach. A
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decision for the lowest bid together with a design—bid—build approach (classical
procurement) homogenizes the product. The product design is provided by the
client (homogeneity by choice) and the process design is not considered (homo-
geneity by neglect). A design—build approach together with a differentiated
evaluation of the bids will provide for a very heterogeneous product and process
offer by the contractors. Since we are concerned with sealed-bid auctions, we are
discussing a homogenized product on the project market. Homogeneity is a key
to enable collusion. material immaterial integrative autonomous Productness
Serviceness 3 A 1 B 2 1: ex-ante: before signing the contract 2: ex-post: after
signing the contract 3: ex-post: after completing the contract A: move from pure
service to semi-service B: move from semi-service to product Figure 3.1 Con-
tract goods in construction.

Market structures

Market structures are found in our economies ranging from highly competi-
tive to deterministic in such a sense that one side of the market determines the
outcome to a much larger degree than the other. For ease of analysis there exists
a typology as shown in Table 3.4. For the discussion of collusion we will not
need the type “monopolistic competition” as introduced in Chapter 10.

In Table 3.4, the market forms in italics can be found in the construction
sector. Those emboldened are prevalent. As it is important to distinguish an ex-
ante and an ex-post perspective for contract goods, it is also imperative to differ-
entiate between different market levels: there is one national market for each
economy, many regional ones and even more projects markets. Regional mar-
kets can have different structures than the national market. Whatever we have
learned about construction markets in the past ten years, it certainly also rein-
forced the idea that the different national markets around the world are much di-
versified and the same holds true for regional markets. Every economy has its
own business cycle; there is no linked global interaction. Culture also influences
preferences and behavior. Therefore, we should be cautious when making gen-
eral statements. Typically, national construction markets are highly fragmented
with regard to demand and supply. The five biggest contractors in the USA have
a market share of 3.7 percent; in the European Union it amounts to 5.9 percent.
Alone, Japan is an exception with a value of 10.9 percent (Mawhinney 2001).

Before we can expand the argument further we need a definition for a mar-
ket. As such, the one used by the Federal Trade Association (FTC) in the USA is
helpful. This market definition encompasses the types of goods and services
traded and the geographic extend. If in a market all sellers hypothetically in-
crease their prices by 5 percent and as consequence gain higher profits, we face
a market. There is no alternative to the buyers and they have to accept the price
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increase (Taylor 1995). With regard to construction we can observe that there
are no possible alternatives to offices, houses, bridges, or tunnels except to delay
the investment. Thus, price increases will have to be accepted by clients and we
face a market. The geographical extent of the market depends on the demanded
goods. It will be small for one-family homes, larger for heavy civil engineering
projects, and global for mega-projects. Table 3.4 Market types Many buyers Few
buyers One buyer Many sellers

Perfect competition Oligopsony Monopsony

Few sellers Oligopoly Two-sided oligopoly Limited monopsony One seller
Monopoly Limited monopoly Two-sided monopoly Collusion and corruption in
the construction sector 37 Based on the data of market share, the national mar-
kets in the USA, Europe, and Japan are certainly in perfect competition; there
are many buyers and sellers. However, a general statement in the construction
industry is that markets are regional. This statement applies to most demanded
goods. A builder from Oklahoma will seldom join a bidding contest for a shop-
ping mall in Maine. The same holds true for smaller construction markets such
as Germany. Overall and most of the time these regional markets will also be in
perfect competition. In sum, national and regional markets for general contract-
ing are mostly in perfect competition. Data to support this assessment are given
below for Germany. Oligopsonies exist in regional markets. Roads and railways
are examples. The clients are public, be it federal, state, or local authorities.
There are just a few active on any regional market (3—5). The contractors are
more numerous, typically from 10 to 20 in number. If for some reason the num-
ber of contractors drops to around 3-5, the market structure is a two-sided oli-
gopoly.

Monopsonies also exist. Fellows et al. (2002) cite motorways and nuclear
power stations as example. There are others like the Transrapid trains in China,
however, with a difference on the supply side: there are not many but just a few
sellers, establishing a limited monopsony. Two-sided monopolies exist always
once a contract is signed (ex-post signature). Ex-ante two-sided monopolies are
hard to imagine.

On the other hand, there are no examples for oligopolies, monopolies, or
limited monopolies except for some unimportant exceptions. The structure of
construction markets provides the buyer with a considerably higher market
power in oligopsonies, monopsonies, and limited monopsonies. This constitutes
a notable deviation from most other markets. While treatment of monopolies and
oligopolies is found in most standard texts on economics or in the more special-
ized literature on industrial organization, this does not hold true for monopsonies
or oligopsonies (e.g. Tirole 2000).

103



Anti-trust regulation was passed to protect the weaker market side, typically
the buyer. We face in construction the strange situation that the structurally
stronger market side is protected by law, while the weaker is exposed to exploi-
tation.

However, a discussion of market structure in construction needs still to be
expanded for the fact that demand is very specific, there exists no mass produc-
tion. With the exception of prefabrication, buyers are not willing to trade be-
tween goods. Homes, offices, sports facilities, churches, bridges, and tunnels are
individually designed by the client with the help of architects and engineers.
Contractors are then requested to implement the design. This applies to the tradi-
tional design—bid-build procurement method as well as to design—build where
the contractor in addition becomes responsible for the detailed design.

The conceptual design, i.e. the product idea, is still provided by the client.
Few, if any clients will accept a change in their design so that a contractor can
build the same tunnel again as the one just 38 Christian Brockmann finished.
The thought becomes absurd when we think of projects like the Channel Tunnel.
The implications of the argument are that the vast majority of designs by the cli-
ent create a single market for this designed product: one buyer opens a market
for a specific product and determines the market conditions by open tendering
(monopsony), selective tendering (limited monopsony) or direct negotiations
(two-sided monopsony). If we apply the FTC market definition and hypotheti-
cally imagine a rise in prices for a project by 5 percent, it most likely will be ac-
cepted by the client. He has only one alternative: to abstain. Additionally, how is
he to detect the rise in prices by 5 percent? There is no accurate benchmark to
measure it against; he faces price intransparency. This whole argument started
with the anecdotal evidence on collusion. While we were not able to present
conclusive data on the extent of collusion, it became clear that collusion is to a
certain degree part of business in construction. The point of collusion consists in
raising prices that the client will accept. Based on the FTC definition, this is
only possible if there are project markets.

In sum: while contractors offer their performance ex-ante in perfect compe-
tition, oligopsonies, or monopsonies, they always face for the focal project a
monopsonistic situation once they have submitted their offer. Since they are
producing contract goods, this is only true until signing of the contract. During
execution the situation becomes a two-sided monopsony (Figure 3.2). In Figure
3.2 we use the terms “performance” and “product” in a somewhat different way
than previously. Before deciding on a bid, a supplier of contract goods can only
signal his willingness to compete based on his ability to perform. After this deci-
sion, he is in possession of a design (be it a conceptual or detailed design) that
allows him to focus on a product. From the supply side he offers a future prod-
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uct, while from the demand side the client receives an offer for a service (the
willingness to construct the product).

The typical situation in sealed-bid auctions will be a move through three
phases: in the beginning, before the decision to bid, there is an anonymous mar-
ket with no direct contacts, just the basic willingness to supply and demand con-
struction goods. With the submission of this bid, all bidders accept the obliga-
tion to uphold the offer as is for a specified time, while the client is free to ac-
cept any one or no offer at all, establishing a monopsony situation. In many
cases he can negotiate the price with a bidder using information from others. Af-
ter signing the contract both sides agree to fulfill the contract entering into a
two-sided monopsony.

The price also changes during the process. The bidders submit the tender
price. Due to negotiations in the monopsony the price generally will be reduced
to become the contract price. Due to changes and variations from the client’s
side during construction the contract price is renegotiated in a two-sided mo-
nopsony to become at the end the final project price. Collusion and corruption
in the construction sector 39.

Competition

Competition is seen in economics as a mechanism guaranteeing efficient use
of resources. However, this rests on three assumptions: (1) rational consumers
following self-interests; (2) rational firms maximizing profits; (3) perfect com-
petition as market structure (Stiglitz 1999). We have already discussed a differ-
ent model of man by using the framework of the NIE and Simon’s work on
bounded rationality. This is in contradiction with the basic assumption for the
competition/efficiency mechanism. More troublesome is the lack of perfect
competition in the construction market as discussed above. Tirole (2000) speaks
about the “competitive paradigm” and formulates as a key property that each
good is sold at marginal cost. Marginal cost is defined as the cost for the last unit
produced out of a large number of units. This concept is not easily applied to
single-unit production.

The case of collusion in the Dutch construction industry in 2002 led to a re-
newed adaptation of the “competition is good” principle (Dorée 2004) without a
thorough treatment of the functioning of the construction market. It must have
been assumed that the relevant markets are in perfect competition.

Looking at the discussion of the market structures in construction, we face
the question how the weaker market side (sellers) is to be protected against ex-
ploitation and how behavior of the stronger side (buyers) can be regulated. It
seems evident that the described situation is not sustainable. Pre-tender phase
Tender phase Post-tender phase Time Decision to bid Signing of contract Offer
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of a performance Offer of a product Offer of a product Project phase Action Of-
fer Market structure Perfect competition, two-sided oligopoly oligo-, mo-
nopsony Monopsony, limited monopsony, two-sided monopsony Two-sided
monopsony Handover Figure 3.2 Market structures on the project market. 40
Christian Brockmann.

Pricing

Sealed-bid auctions are only one of many pricing possibilities in procure-
ment. These possibilities are discussed in general next, followed by a treatment
of sealed-bid auctions.

Contract goods are very different from exchange goods; they are fabricated
after signing a contract, are most often single units, and are of considerable
complexity. This implies three major problems for estimating construction pro-
jects: (1) there is no repetitive production of the same good and thus no direct
learning about pricing. When someone produces a million pencils, it is of little
importance whether the initial price is correct, it can be adjusted with time. In
single-unit production the initial price cannot be changed because the contract is
signed and binding before production starts; (2) the inherent complexity of many
construction projects makes it hard to consider and judge all relevant facts; (3)
there is no control over the production conditions; productivity is influenced by
the environment as well as by the process evidence of the client. As construction
is a highly integrative process with the client being an important external factor
of production, he must know what is required of him (process evidence). Thus,
productivity also depends on him.

Milgrom (1989) discusses two premises in conjunction with pricing of com-
plex contract goods: the private and the common values assumption. The private
values assumption states that contractors can determine their cost correctly (la-
bor, materials, equipment, subcontractors, indirect cost) and Milgrom does not
accept this assumption to hold. He assumes estimating errors by all bidders (¢ 7)
with a normal distribution about the mean (i.e. no bias). All detailed analyses of
single estimates and the bid-spread of submissions support the statement. The
estimating approach takes this into consideration and deals with the problem by
detailing a structure into a widespread work breakdown schedule. Judgment mis-
takes occur for most items; however, they are not systematic. Over a large
amount of items these cancel each other out and there is a tendency towards a
mean value. In an example of a post-construction analysis of a construction pro-
ject, the differences in single items reached almost 300 percent (planned vs. ac-
tual) while the overall difference was only 3 percent. The contractor was lucky;
he had overestimated the total cost by this amount (Birol 2008).
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The second assumption is accepted by Milgrom: all companies face ap-
proximately the same cost (C), the common values assumption holds. In differ-
ent segments of the market companies of equal size tend to compete against each
other, therefore the purchasing power of the companies is the same. Shortterm
advantages of one competitor (i.e. use of cheap foreign labor) must be imitated
by the others due to the competitiveness of the market. Another argument is put
forward in Chapter 4 of this book. Since all contractors use the same subcontrac-
tors and almost all works are executed by subcontractors, construction prices can
vary only due to the efficiency of the management Collusion and corruption in
the construction sector 41 processes. This argument might be true in some coun-
tries, in others it is not. It is possible to define countries with a trading orienta-
tion (many Asian countries) and those with a crafts orientation (e.g. Germany).
The value of subcontracting as percentage of the total production value has
never exceeded 32 percent over the past 30 years in this country. Yet, subcon-
tracting also contributes in such a case to the tendency towards a common value.
With these considerations Milgrom can formulate Xi = C + ¢ i. While the esti-
mating error (¢ i) is unbiased overall, this does not hold true for the successful
bid. The lowest bid lies below the mean value and therefore below the mean
price PO.

Pricing mechanisms

There are a number of pricing mechanisms. A first group is used when sell-
ing a good (Dutch auction, inscription, auctioneer-controlled auction, bidder-
controlled auction) a second one when buying a good:

* Selling:

Dutch auction: A seller offers a good. He starts with a low-price request and
gradually increases the price until the high bidder acquires the good.

Auctioneer-controlled auction: A seller offers a good. The auctioneer de-
cides about his price increases starting with a low-price request. The high bidder
wins.

Bidder-controlled auction: A seller offers a good. The bidders decide about
their offers and increases during the process. The high bidder wins.

Inscription: A seller offers a good. He accepts bids by buyers and chooses
the highest bid. * Buying:

Dutch licitation: A buyer announces as a monopsonist that he wants to buy a
specific good. He starts with a low-price offer and gradually increases it. The
award goes to the first bidder to accept.

Auctioneer-controlled licitation: A buyer announces as a monopsonist that
he wants to buy a specific good. He also announces his maximum price. Then he
lowers the price by amounts chosen by him. The award goes to the low bidder
who is the last remaining.
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Bidder-controlled licitation: A buyer announces as a monopsonist that he
wants to buy a specific good. He also announces his maximum price. Then the
bidders lower their prices by amounts chosen by them. The award goes to the
low bidder who is the last remaining.

Sealed-bid auction: A buyer announces as a monopsonist that he wants to
buy a specific good. He accepts bids by sellers. The award goes to the low bid-
der. 42 Christian Brockmann

The client is the overall entrepreneur in construction. He must have a project
idea, a parcel of land, and financing to begin with. Then he initiates the design
and chooses a pricing mechanism which is accordingly structured to serve his
purpose. It is a buying situation. The discussion of the selling situation is dis-
cussed above for completeness only (Figure 3.3).

Analyzing all the eight options, there are two with much control from the
initiators side: inscriptions and sealed-bid auctions. In both cases, the other side
must react with absolutely no knowledge gained from the process, they have
one-shot opportunities. In all the other six options information is gained on the
behavior of the competitors in the bidding process. When selling a construction
good in a sealed-bid auction the contractor must submit a bid without having
any clue of the others’ behavior except for historical records of past behavior: it
is the worst situation a seller can be in.

Sealed-bid auctions

The result of sealed-bid auctions is a monopsony market structure for any
given project. Assuming the prevalence of Milgrom’s formula Xi = C + ¢ i,
Dutch licitation Biddercontrolled licitation Auctioneercontrolled licitation Dutch
auction Inscription Biddercontrolled auction Auctioneercontrolled auction
Sealed-bid auction Selling situation Buying situation Figure 3.3 Pricing mecha-
nisms. Collusion and corruption in the construction sector 43 the individual bid
Xi is unbiased because the estimating error € i is normally distributed. With this
assumption we can calculate the expectancy values of winning a bid depending
on the number of bidders. The expectancy value of a bid E(b) for a number of
contractors (n) depends on this number # and is in all cases except for n = 1 be-
low the price level of the equilibrium price PO in competitive markets (Leitz-
inger 1988). The equilibrium price is the price resulting from the interaction of
demand and supply under the conditions of perfect competition, i.e. the ideal
postulated under “competition is good” and it serves as benchmark. The larger
the number of bidders is the smaller are the chances to win an auction by sub-
mitting the equilibrium price. Winners are faced with a price below equilibrium
in competitive markets (see Table 3.5).

108



PRACTICAL IMPLICATIONS

In this section we discuss the practical implications of the previous theoreti-
cal treatments. First of all, data are presented describing a specific construction
market. As an example the German construction market is chosen, the biggest
one in Europe, and a regional market in Germany, Bremen. It follows a debate
of the problems facing contractors in sealed-bid auctions with their conse-
quences regarding pricing. Next, the mechanics of collusion are laid out. In the
end two points of view are briefly compared: Is collusion a structural or an ethi-
cal problem?

Characteristics of construction markets

Analyzing data of the German construction market will show that on the na-
tional and regional level perfect competition prevails. Oligopsonies as well as
monopsonies exist but no oligopolies or monopolies. The sellers (contractor) are
either in a position of equal strength or weaker. What holds true for the German
construction market is most likely typical for advanced industrialized nations.
Yet, it needs to be backed-up by using data from other countries. The same lack
of comprehensive published data can be deplored for newly industrialized and
least-developed countries. In such countries, the market volume is in general
larger and the industry structure might not be mature. As such, there might not
be enough construction firms active in some sectors, contradicting the state-
ments above on oligopolies or even monopolies.

Characteristics of the German construction market

The borders of Germany define this construction market geographically. It is
determined by national laws and norms as well as those of the European Union.
The preferred language is German. These facts still make entry a bit difficult for
international contractors. 44 Christian Brockmann We can use the Herfindahl—
Hirschman Index (HHI) to check the fragmentation and thus the competitiveness
of the market. The HHI is used by the FTC in the USA to evaluate the impact of
mergers on the competitive structure of a sector. Above 1800 points the FTC
would consider refusing a merger because it could create a highly concentrated
market. Below 1000 points the FTC will take no action. In between, action is to
the discretion of the FTC (Taylor 1995).

The German Monopoly Commission has calculated the value for the Ger-
man construction industry in its report on 2006/2007. For the year 2005 it is 4
points, which gives strong proof of the highly fragmented structure. A compara-
tive value for the same year and the tobacco industry amounts to 2.695 points
(Monopolkommission 2008). The overall German national market can be con-
sidered highly fragmented based on an HHI value of 4. This holds true for large,
medium-size, and small projects. Megaprojects can constitute an exception. The
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Monopoly Commission stopped in 1995 the acquisition of a large stock package
of Ph. Holzmann (at the time the biggest German contractor) by Hochtief (num-
ber two in size) exactly for this reason (Deutscher Bundestag 1996). Such or
similar cases are a rare exceptions from the fragmentation in all aspects.

The German construction market experienced a long recession from 1994 to
2005 (Table 3.6). With the exception of 1999, the volume of construction in-
vestment contracted continuously by a total of 25 percent (Hauptverband der
deutschen Bauindustrie 2003 and 2007).

The market reaction to this contraction is not easy to estimate. In a perfectly
competitive market, we expect to see a price reduction along with the demand
shift. While the difference in volume equals 264 {min} 207 = 57 billion euros,
the price effects are not clear because they would have to be expressed as an in-
dex value for residential, commercial and heavy civil engineering structures.
Such an index (comparable to the consumer price Table 3.5 Expectancy values
for bids in sealed-bid auctions Number of contractors Expectancy value E(b)
1 £0.00 2 -0.56 3 -0.854-1.03 5-1.16 6 -1.27 7 -1.35 8 -1.42 9 -1.48 10 -1.54
Collusion and corruption in the construction sector 45 index) is not available.
However, values for housing are available (Table 3.7). There has been a slide in
overall prices from 1995 to 2003 with a small consolidation from 2003 to 2006
(Huss 2008). This is the expected price reduction in a perfectly competitive
market. Table 3.6 Construction investment in Germany, 1994-2006 Year In-
vestment (€bn) 1994 264 1995 259 1996 251 1997 248 1998 245 1999 249 2000
242 2001 230 2002 217 2003 213 2004 206 2005 198 2006 207 Table 3.7 Price
indices for residential buildings in Germany, 1994-2006 Year Price index (%)
1995 104.9 1996 103.8 1997 102.2 1998 100.9 1999 100.2 2000 100 2001 98.9
2002 98.1 2003 97.7 2004 98.8 2005 99.0 2006 101.5 46 Christian Brockmann
The volume together with the price reduction must exert a strong pressure on
capacities. Accordingly, insolvencies rose from 2.609 (1994) to 4.220 (1996).
Then they stayed relatively stable at 4.400 per year until 2004 with a maximum
value 0f 4.909 in 2001 (Huss 2008). With the increase in insolvencies we would
expect a decrease in the number of firms but this did not happen. The total num-
ber of firms increased and the market became more fragmented. The decrease in
number of firms per category in Table 3.8 is the larger the bigger the companies
are with a marked increase for very small companies. Small firms produce
cheaper in contracted markets and can better survive the price pressure. In a re-
cession the number of small firms increases as in booms the number of big firms
(Hauptverband der deutschen Bauindustrie 2009). Whatever happens, the market
stays fragmented with a correction mechanism in place. Again, all this is per-
fectly compatible with a market under perfect competition. All data presented
give proof that the German construction market is in perfect competition on the
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national level. Not yet discussed is the demand side. In 2008 permission was
given for the construction of approximately 180,000 residential buildings alone.
This is certainly enough to qualify as back-up for the label of “many” buyers.

Regional construction market: Bremen, Germany

The business cycle in the city of Bremen developed similarly to the national
German one. The boom peaked in 1995 and from then on the turnover of the
construction companies went down. There are no major discrepancies between
the German national construction market and the regional market in Bremen.
This holds true, although the data in Table 3.6 present the demand side (invest-
ment) and those in Table 3.9 the supply side (turnover). Table 3.10 displays the
number of sellers and buyers for the period from 1993 to 2001 in Bremen
(Bauindustrieverband Bremen, 1997, 2002). The data show that from boom to
recession the market structure was characterized by perfect competition. Table
3.8 Number of firms and employees, 1995-2008 Size of firms (number of em-
ployees) Number of firms Change (%) Employees 1995 2008 1995 2008 1-19
57,216 67,606 +20 391,557 336,842 20-49 10,866 4,807 -49 328,584 143,191
50-99 3,575 1,391 -57 246,305 94,503 100-199 1,524 541 -62 207,342 73,238
200 and more 672 190 -69 259,658 67,274 Total 73,853 74,535 1,433,446
715,048

Collusion and corruption in the construction sector 47 Table 3.11 shows a
high concentration of the contractors’ activities within a radius of 25 km from
the city center. Forty-nine percent of all construction activities were carried out
in this range and it increased to 70 percent within a radius of 50 km. These data
give proof of the existence of a regional construction market in Bremen and they
raise the question whether in such a small market contractors can easily collude.
Table 3.9 Construction turnover in Bremen, 1995-2001 Year Turnover (€m)
1995 930 1996 857 2000 810 2001 747 Table 3.10 Supply and demand for
buildings in Bremen, 1993-2001 Buyers Sellers Residential buildings Commer-
cial (contractors) buildings 1993 739 142 ~130 1994 746 116 ~130 1995 482
126 ~130 1996 565 119 ~130 1998 817 211 ~130 1999 922 209 ~120 2000 925
203 ~120 2001 751 151 ~120 Table 3.11 Percentage of construction activities by
contractors within a given radius from city center of Bremen Radius (km) Activi-
ties (%0) <25 49 <50 21 <100 18 <200 6 >200 6 48 Christian Brockmann Project
market Finally, Table 3.12 shows the percentage of identical competitors for dif-
ferent bids. In Bremen there are no bids where the same contractors meet fre-
quently. In 27 percent of all bids there are 80 percent of identical contractors, i.e.
also 20 percent of new competitors. For the remaining 73 percent there are less
than 80 percent of identical competitors. This is an indication that even on the
project level there is a rather large degree of competition between the contractors
vying for a specific project. Table 3.12 supports the idea that for the construc-
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tion market in Bremen, clients are able to organize a project market where there
are numerous and different sellers willing to submit bids. This establishes the
monopsonistic market structure discussed before.

Conclusions on market structures

From the discussion above we can conclude that three different levels of
markets with different structures are relevant in the construction industry:

1. Macro-level or national construction market: In most capitalist countries
the number of construction companies competing for jobs is very large. Con-
struction investment is high and the average job size is small relative to the
overall investment (while still being a large sum per se). Both facts mean that
there are many suppliers and buyers: The market is in perfect competition.

2. Mezzo-level or regional construction market: In most cases and depend-
ent on the business cycle, both supply and demand are characterized by a large
number of players. The market is in perfect competition, except for a few ab-
normalities.

3. Micro-level or construction project market: The structure depends on the
choice of the client (demand side). In the most common case of sealed-bid auc-
tions, the structure can be characterized as a monopsony where the client has
complete price information and companies are Table 3.12 Percentage of identi-
cal competitors for bids in Bremen Identical competitors (%) Bids (%) ca. 80 27
ca. 60 33 ca. 40 30 ca. 20 6 <20 4 Collusion and corruption in the construction
sector 49 ignorant except with regard to their own offer. The client has consid-
erable market power at this level. After signing of contract this structure will
shift into a two-sided monopoly, but this is irrelevant for collusive behavior be-
cause it ends latest with the signature.

Competitive markets on the macro- and mezzo-level deny each single con-
struction company the ability to have an influence on quantity or price; therefore
they act as quantity and price takers.

Pricing in sealed-bid auctions

Pricing in construction depends on the procurement method chosen by the
client as buyer. There is a large number of different procurement methods. To
simplify the discussion, we will concentrate on the most common one, the con-
ventional method (Masterman 2002) in the form of a sealed-bid auction and
award to the low bidder. In many countries this is the prescribed procurement
method for public clients. Sealed-bid auctions with award to the low bidder are
characterized by a price bias, an information bias, and an uncertainty bias. The
first two are a result of the monopsonistic power of the client, the last one is an
estimating bias for complex contract goods. Additionally, technology advance
plays a role. The effects of pricing in sealed-bid auctions are summarized.
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Pricing bias

Milgrom’s formula Xi = C + € i rested on the assumption that the estimating
error is normally distributed and unbiased. The award to the low bidder will,
however, favor the company with the largest estimating error (winner’s curse).
Assuming the normal distribution, we can calculate the expectancy value of
winning a bid at the market equilibrium price as it would develop in competitive
markets by the interaction of supply and demand. The values are shown above in
Table 3.5 and they depend on the number of bidders. Except for the case of just
one bidder, the values are negative, i.e. the bidders have to expect a price below
market equilibrium. Within the paradigm of “competition is good,” this is an
unwanted result. The option of the buyer to use sealed-bid auctions puts the sell-
ers at a clear disadvantage. While the theoretical reasoning might not be clear to
the contractors acting as sellers, the results are all the clearer to them. They must
make sure that the estimated profit is larger than the possible difference between
market price and sealed-bid auction low bid price.

Information bias

In many cases, private clients use their complete information of all unit
prices of all different bidders to further negotiate the price downward. 50 Chris-
tian Brockmann Theoretically we face a turnaround of the typical princi-
pal/agent relationship. In Chapter 2 the concept was introduced with regard to
the construction contract. In such a contract, the client acting as principal ap-
points the contractor as an agent to implement the project on his behalf. During
the implementation the contractor (agent) gains a lot of information that is not
available to the client. This establishes an information asymmetry favoring the
contractor. In many cases he will use this asymmetry for his gain. This happens
after signing the contract when the two parties have entered into a two-sided
monopoly. Before signing the contract, however, the situation is reversed. The
contractors as principals endow the client as agent with the task to agree on a
contract. They have no influence on the decision-making process once they have
submitted their bids. Information asymmetry is favoring the client. The actions
of the client as an agent are free, there are no restraints on his behavior and the
principal (each single contractor) cannot watch the actions. According to Table
3.3, this allows the client to take hidden actions and to exploit a moral hazard
situation. The latter situation arises when the agent faces no risks for acting in
his own self-interest.

The asymmetric information, the moral hazard situation, and the possibilities
for hidden action allow the client to play one bidder against the next. False in-
formation about the price of one bidder given to another one cannot be detected
by either bidder during a round of simultaneous negotiations. Only at the end of
the negotiation can the bidders exchange and check the client’s information.
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This strategy by the client is legal. Certainly, it will be seen as unfair by the con-
tractors. It is also seen as unfair in many countries by legislation. In Germany
for example, public clients are not allowed to discuss the price during negotia-
tions, thus making it impossible for the client to use his asymmetric information.
However, private clients are free to negotiate the contract price. Making use of
false information is often not even perceived as an ethical problem but as shrewd
negotiation tactics.

The above paragraph describes the outcome of the monopsony situation on
the project level. Yet the consequences of enacting a monopsony are as detri-
mental to the overall welfare on the national market level as it is perceived to be
true for monopolies. Monopsonies are seen as the opposite of monopolies in
textbooks. As monopolies increase prices while reducing quantities, mo-
nopsonies decrease prices while also reducing quantities. The result is not
equivalent to the optimum of a market in perfect competition.

In a general fashion, results of information asymmetry are shown in Figure
3.4 (Biilow et al. 1977). Depending on which side is in possession of privy in-
formation, there will be a shift of the mean price in that direction. During the
negotiation process, the advantage of asymmetric information is with the client.
Once a client and a contractor have signed a construction contract, the informa-
tion advantage shifts to the contractor. He will in general make use of this ad-
vantage for claims and it is to be expected that prices for claims are above mar-
ket equilibrium price. Collusion and corruption in the construction sector 51

Uncertainty bias

The uncertainty bias of estimating should not be confounded with Mil-
grom’s estimating error € i. It is closer to what Flyvbjerg et al. (2003) describes
as optimism bias on the client’s side. According to these authors clients have a
tendency to underestimate costs and to overestimate benefits of megaprojects.

Something similar happens when estimating complex projects. We use the
term uncertainty bias to differentiate the phenomenon from the above although it
is also driven by optimism. One-of-a-kind projects are hard to estimate because
there are no experiences relating directly to the problems they pose. The biggest
ones are the evaluation of productivity rates for labor, the performance rates for
equipment, and the completeness of the estimate. Textbooks typically give val-
ues ranging from 100 to 200 percent for productivity rates (e.g. for concrete
pouring, a range from 0.4 h/m3 to 0.8 h/m3). In a highly competitive bid, esti-
mators know that they have to produce a low price and they develop a tendency
to use values on the lower side for productivity and performance. It was ex-
plained before that estimated values are never correct but that mistakes are unbi-
ased, thus having in tendency to balance out. The strain of perceived especially
high competitiveness introduces a bias to choose low values and thus bias the
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estimated values based on optimistic assumptions. Quantity x p* Price p x* II I
IIT T : Symmetric Information II : Asymmetric Information Favoring Supply III :
Asymmetric Information Favoring Demand Demand Supply Figure 3.4 Influ-
ence of asymmetric information on price. 52 Christian Brockmann

Technology advance

The next question to be treated is what happens with companies that have a
competitive edge through an advanced technology. Let us assume some compa-
nies to be technologically advanced and others to be lagging behind. According
to economic theory, companies stop producing once marginal costs (MC) equal
market price. Average total costs (ATC) for each company now depend on tech-
nology and these differ between contractors. The ATC of contractor A of Figure
3.5 with an advanced technology are below market price, resulting in a profit.
For contractor B, who is lagging behind on technology, the inverse is true and
the contractor will lose money. Case C shows the average contractor who does
neither achieve an economic profit nor suffer a loss.

It can be assumed that the costs are normally distributed around a mean de-
termined by the intersection of marginal and average total cost. There are some
companies with high, some with low cost and most are found close to the mean
(HeuB 1965). This allows us to draw a theoretical curve of the planned cost. All
companies want to cover at least the average variable costs; this sets the lower
boundary of the normal distribution (see Figure 3.6).

Whether we assume estimating errors or technology differences, the result is
the same: there is a normal distribution around a mean value. When the low bid-
der is being awarded the contract, then the auction results are biased. In one case
we have the winner’s curse, in the other case the technologically most advanced
company wins. However, the company cannot reap profits from its advance but
must hand over most of it to the client. This does not only decrease the incen-
tives to innovate it also takes away the necessary means. Figure 3.5 Average to-
tal cost, marginal cost, profits and losses. Quantity x p* Price p x* A Marginal
Costs (MC) Average Total Costs (ATC) Profit Quantity x x* B MC ATC Loss
Quantity x x* MC ATC C Collusion and corruption in the construction sector
53

Effects of sealed-bid auctions

Initial perfect competition in construction markets combined with sealedbid
auctions and followed by a monopsony situation with an asymmetric informa-
tion advantage assures the market power of the client. The contractor is con-
fronted with four factors:

1. Sealed-bid auctions as institutions are biased with regard to estimating er-
rors, driving the low-bid award price below equilibrium price.
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2. Sealed-bid auctions as institutions are biased with regard to information,
driving the low-bid award price below equilibrium price. This holds especially
true in a two-phase award process, when the auction is followed by price nego-
tiations.

3. Sealed-bid auctions as institutions are biased with regard to uncertainty,
resulting in over-optimistic assumptions and driving the low-bid award price be-
low equilibrium price.

4. Sealed-bid auctions as institutions are biased with regard to technology,
driving the low-bid award price below equilibrium price.

5. All effects will overlap and aggregate. In the worst case, the technologi-
cally most advanced contractor commits the biggest estimating error, is being
taken advantage of during a negotiation phase, and uses over-optimistic assump-
tions.

Accordingly, contractors feel to be continuously pressed into an unfair pric-
ing system in comparison to competitive market structures. Their only chance to
counter the asymmetric information advantage of the client is Quantity x p*
Price p x* Marginal Costs Average Total Costs Average Variable Costs Nor-
mally Distributed Costs of all Contractors Planned Total Costs Figure 3.6 Nor-
mally distributed cost of all contractors in a bid. 54 Christian Brockmann
through collusive cooperation. In terms of game theory it can be stated that the
payoffs for a non-collusive outcome of a sealed-bid auction are negative in
comparison with the equilibrium price that is accepted as being fair. The incen-
tives in the auction game are not set in a way to keep the contractors interested
in keeping the rules. Anti-trust laws are required to keep them in line. However,
these are not always successful.

The game of collusion

Collusion is not an innocent game and this is not what the above title means
to suggest. It is a game theory approach that is taken to analyze the mechanisms
of collusion. The game of collusion being played by contractors wrests the in-
formation edge away from the client and transfers it to the contractors. There are
two possible environments where collusion can thrive. On the one hand (natu-
rally caused collusion) there are natural niches where the number of players is
limited and these set up an oligopoly or even a duopoly as in the following in-
troductory example. On the other hand (artificially caused collusion) informa-
tion from the client is required and bribery is used to get the information.

Collusion in duopolies

Collusion in duopolies is the typical case used in textbooks to introduce this
practice. While duopolies are practically non-existent in the construction indus-
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try, a duopoly allows understanding the basic mechanics of the process. The fol-
lowing example is from Taylor (1995) and uses game theory for analysis.

Two companies called Bageldum and Bageldee produce rather homogenous
products, bagels. They have a choice of charging the competitive price where
they will earn no economic profit as marginal cost equals price or they could
collude and charge the monopoly price making a profit of 2 million dollars each.
There is also an incentive to defect from the collusion by undercutting the mo-
nopoly price just slightly (thus becoming competitive with a price above mar-
ginal cost) and by selling a large volume of bagels with a comfortable profit (4
million dollars in the example). The other company then will make a loss equal
to fixed cost ({min}1 million dollars). The payoff matrix shown in Table 3.13
resembles that of the well-known prisoner’s dilemma.

In the prisoner’s dilemma, communication is physically impossible, while in
the case of a duopoly price, communication is illegal but possible. The incentive
to defect is large and an innocent Bageldum might choose this option. Bageldee
would in such a case have no other choice but to follow in reducing the price,
otherwise it will be wiped out. Thus, both arrive at the competitive price. Bagels
are sold continuously and the game is repeated over and over again, contrary to
the prisoner’s dilemma, which is played Collusion and corruption in the con-
struction sector 55 just once. Bageldum and Bageldee will get the idea sooner or
later and collude to charge the monopoly price. If the game is played often
enough, there is not even need for explicit collusion. Understanding the mechan-
ics, both companies will converge towards the monopoly price by tacit collusion
that is not illegal. It is well established that the results of monopoly pricing are
quantities supplied below equilibrium quantity Q0 and prices charged above
equilibrium price PO, definitely a suboptimal outcome with regard to overall
welfare (Varian 1999).

The difference between the prisoner’s dilemma and duopolistic collusion is
due to two facts: in the case of duopolies, communication is possible and the
game is repeated. As a duopoly is highly unlikely to be found in the construction
industry, we need a model of market structures for the construction industry to
advance the argument.

Naturally caused collusion

Oligopolies exist because there are some factors limiting competition. One
possibility is a limited regional oligopoly; another is a long-term oligopoly in a
niche of the construction sector. Deep-water dredging is one example of the lat-
ter. Dredgers are undoubtedly required resources, they are visible and the whole
interested world knows who owns them. Competitors for large deepwater dredg-
ing contracts are thus known and they form a naturally caused oligopoly. Market
entry is limited by the high investment for dredgers.
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Tacit collusion is not possible because there is not a large quantity of goods
being supplied to the market as is the case for bagels (or refinery products such
as gas, etc.). Instead, the goods traded are defined by large single-unit contracts
being awarded by sealed-bid auctions. These games are not repeated often
enough to establish market equilibrium at monopoly prices. In addition, the size
of a single contract offers considerable incentives to defect from collusion and
this is facilitated because the contract prices are always made public to all com-
petitors at submission. Except for abstaining from collusion altogether and ac-
cepting the biased sealed-bid auction price, the competitors can only engage in
explicit collusion.

The ensuing process is driven by two mechanisms. First, the colluding con-
tractors must agree on a selection mechanism and second, they must decide on a
price-setting mechanism. Also — but not necessarily — a profit Table 3.13 Payoff
matrix for the bagel duopoly Choices Bageldee (A) Competitive price Monopoly
price Bageldum (B) Competitive price A: $0 B: $0 A: —$1m B: $4m Monopoly
price A: $4m B: -$1m A: $2m B: $2m 56 Christian Brockmann distribution
mechanism needs to be established. Bribery is not required to gain information;
the competitors are known by possession of the limiting factor (in the case
above, by the dredgers).

The selection mechanism must allow determining whose term it is. This can
either be based on statistical data, such as market share at the beginning of collu-
sion, phantom book-keeping, or on argumentation where a bundle of criteria
might be considered.

The price-setting mechanism depends on three options: companies can either
generate their own profits once they have been chosen, they can give back part
of the profit to the others, or the whole profit will be shared by all colluding con-
tractors. The first case sets the stage for a two-phase game that is cooperative in
the first phase and competitive in the second. Here, the chosen contractor wants
to establish the highest reasonable price possible, while all the others want to
limit his profits, since he will still be a competitor in other areas or at other
times. The price will shift from below equilibrium price upward. How much
upward depends on the price effect of the collusion. In an older study (Biilow et
al. 1977), the price effect was found to amount to 2.5 percent as part of return on
turnover for all projects (competitively and collusively bid). Since the total re-
turn on turnover during the same period was smaller than 2.5 percent, there
would have been prices below equilibrium without collusion.

The second and third cases also bring about a two-phase game, but both
phases are cooperative. Since all companies are interested in the profit from the
focal transaction they have a tendency to charge the highest price possible,
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which is the monopoly price. The monopoly price decreases welfare due to the
overall deadweight loss; it is not a desirable result (Varian 1999).

For considerations about the collusive outcome on social welfare, this dis-
tinction between these two types of scenarios is of utmost importance. The ar-
gument on pricing was that sealed-bid auctions force the contractors to except
prices below equilibrium and this lowers overall welfare. The effect is shown in
Figure 3.7. The auction price is below the equilibrium price and this has two re-
sults: (1) it augments the clients’ surplus (C) by the same amount that it reduces
the contractors’ surplus. (2) In addition there is a decrease in both surpluses
(4 + B), a deadweight loss. This deadweight loss measures the reduction of so-
cial welfare. Since only the quantity xa is produced, there still remains a will-
ingness to pay from the clients’ side that will not be served by the contractors
since they will not provide the additional quantity at price pa.

Artificially caused collusion

An example of a widely published collusive scheme is that of the Dutch
construction industry from 2002 (Dorée 2004). It was all-pervasive and thus not
a niche problem. All companies involved had a claim account that was recorded
in phantom book-keeping. During the collusive meeting, contractors could bid
for the focal contract by offering a financial compensation to Collusion and cor-
ruption in the construction sector 57 the other bidders. The high bidder would
be the winner of the collusive part of the game. The price was decided upon
jointly and therefore competitively. This is an example of the two-phase game
with the first phase being cooperative and the second competitive. The compen-
sation to be paid also introduced some competitiveness into the first phase. No
money changed hands but money spent and received was recorded in the phan-
tom accounts.

Dorée also discusses factors supporting the proliferation of collusion based
on a literature review and the Dutch case study. Among the supporting factors
are: undifferentiated products (as they exist on the project market), priceoriented
competition (sealed-bid auctions), similar cost functions (common values as-
sumption), high rate of risk and uncertainty (uncertainty bias), high concentra-
tion of buyers (monopsonies on the project market), risk of the winner’s curse
(price bias), and a predictable selection process. The list includes other factors
that cannot always be found in the construction industry such as a high concen-
tration of sellers. Some factors are based on culture such as social homogeneity
and therefore differ from country to country.

Clients basically have three options in arranging a market through procure-
ment:

1 A perfect competition/monopsony by letting all interested contractors
submit a bid. The number of players in the game is large and the participants are
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unknown to everybody (open bidding). Quantity x p* Price p x* A : Clients
Deadweight Loss B : Contractors Deadweight Loss C : Clients Additional Sur-
plus Demand Supply pa xa C Figure 3.7 Deadweight loss due to sealed-bid auc-
tions. 58 Christian Brockmann

2 A perfect competition/limited monopsony by preparing a bidders list. The
client knows the number and names of the bidders (selective bidding).

3 A perfect competition/two-sided monopoly by negotiating with just one
contractor. In this case knowledge is symmetric (direct negotiation).

Case 1 does not provide enough information for collusion. In order to enter
the game, there must not only be an incentive but also the knowledge of all par-
ticipants. The Dutch case was an exception as it was almost all-encompassing.

Case 2 is the classical set-up for collusion in a market that is generally in
perfect competition. In order to get the information contained in the bidders’ list,
contractors must bribe someone in the organization of the client. A princi-
pal/agent relationship is an absolute prerequisite for bribery. The agent in such
relationships can profit at the expense of the principal. In a private company, the
owners are the principals and all employees are agents. Accordingly all employ-
ees with knowledge of the bidders’ list are possible targets for bribery. The tax-
payer is the principal in public companies, all employees are agents and there-
fore all of them are possible addressees of bribes.

Case 3 does not lend itself to collusion because of lack of players. Bribery is
still a possibility to get access to information for the negotiation process and to
create an asymmetric information situation.

Bribery in construction is facilitated by the large contract sums and the im-
precise knowledge of prices. One million dollars more for a contract of 10 mil-
lion dollars cannot be easily detected as being excessive. A bribe of 100,000 dol-
lars out of the extra million is in most cases enough to convince a morally weak
agent.

For a collusion scheme to work there must be repeated tenders, preferably an
infinite number. Then and only then can the contractors play repeated collusive
games among themselves. It is not necessary that all contractors are always in-
vited. The group playing the repeated games can be larger than the bidders for
one contract. The collusive arrangement must, however, include all contractors
that have been or will be invited.

Mechanics or ethics of collusion?

The presented argument has stressed the mechanisms leading to collusion.
The model of men of the NIE on which the argument is based is not an ethical
one. It supposes that all actors are opportunistic (acting with guile). While this
model is basically sound as is proven by the fact that Simon and Williamson
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both received a Nobel Prize for their respective works, it remains ethically un-
satisfying.

Zarkada-Fraser and Skitmore (2000) presented a study looking at the ethical
side of collusion. They conclude: “The results show that collusive tendering, in
all its forms and variations, is a result of a decision with moral Collusion and
corruption in the construction sector 59 content, and generally perceived as nec-
essarily unacceptable in Australia.” The problem with these findings is that the
whole study has serious flaws. Estimators are the chosen focus group; however,
they are not the ones taking part in collusion primarily. Collusion is a business
decision and the players are the business unit managers. This becomes clear
when analyzing documents on the prosecution of perpetrators. Collusion is ille-
gal and it carries serious punishment. Nobody will ever acknowledge taking part
in it freely. To be against collusion is the socially accepted answer.

The case of the Dutch collusion scheme shows that collusion is not only a
problem of individuals but of a large group. Therefore, group dynamics have
also to be considered when discussing the problem. As has been shown, it is
most of all a structural problem. These statements do not deny the responsibility
of each individual involved, they have to make a decision whether they want to
act according to law or whether they want to risk acting against it. The predica-
ment is that an ethical decision by individuals will not change the structure. In-
dividuals have only the chance to walk away from the game as this will continue
to be played by others.

There are also the ethical problems on the other side of the table: Why is it
ethically acceptable that buyers have such market power? Why is it acceptable
that they can use “shrewd” negotiation tactics? Collusion is both an ethical and a
structural problem. It will persist as long as the institutions of procurement are
not changed, giving both market sides equal power and reinstituting perfect
competition on the project market through regulation of the buyer’s behavior.

CONCLUSION

The line of the complete argument can be found in a condensed form in Fig-
ure 3.8. There are strong incentives in the construction industry to engage in col-
lusion. The main argument is that widely used sealed-bid auctions with award to
the low bidder produce outcomes below equilibrium price. This is unacceptable
to the bidders and economically undesirable since it produces an overall dead-
weight loss to society.

Depending on the mechanisms chosen in collusive games, the result will be
monopoly pricing (economically undesirable) or a price not far away from the
equilibrium price (economically desirable). The first will be produced by struc-
tures that include repeated games by a group, cooperative behavior when prede-
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termining the winner of the bid, and cooperative behavior when setting the price
because all players participate in the profit. The latter depends on repeated
games and cooperation predetermining the winner. The price is restrained by a
competitive phase when agreeing on the profit that accrues only to the winner.

A change of the institutional arrangements of procurement processes is re-
quired if collusion is to be avoided; legislation is not sufficient.

INCENTIVES FOR COLLUSION MECHANICS OF COLLUSION

Incentives for collusion in sealed-bid auctions

Dysfunctional incentives, Functional incentives, Clients’ market power,
Asymmetric information, Estimating accuracy, Anti-trust legislation encourage,
discourage, Naturally caused collusion (limiting factor occurs naturally). Artifi-
cially caused collusion (limiting factor derives from bribes). Tacit collusion (im-
possible, since no mass market). Explicit collusion (repeated cooperative game).
Phase Ia (cooperative): Selection mechanism 1: market share, Two-phase game
(IT1): cooperative/competitive, Two-phase game (I): cooperative/cooperative
Phase Ib (cooperative): Selection mechanism 2: argumentation Phase Ila (coop-
erative): Price setting mechanism 1: shared profit Phase IIb (competitive): Price
setting mechanism 2: individual profit Monopoly price, Equilibrium price (?)
Figure 3.8 Incentives for and mechanics of collusion. Collusion and corruption
in the construction sector 61. A word of warning is warranted at the end. Putting
aside all arguments, collusion is an illegal practice. Prison sentences are not un-
common when collusion is uncovered.
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