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The article examines the structural and semantic features of complex sentences in Old English (700—1100). Two main
types of complex sentences are considered —compound and complex sentences — along with their structure and the spe-
cifics of syntactic relationships between components of a polypredicative structure. The system of conjunctive coordination
is analyzed, which was characterized by diversity in both content and form and had at its disposal numerous means of
expressing semantic nuances.

The main classes of coordinating conjunctions are distinguished: connecting, contrasting, separating, and causal, each
of which expressed specific semantic nuances. Additional means of expressing connections between coordinate clauses
are studied, in particular fixed and reverse word order, structural parallelism, and inversion, which acted as auxiliary mech-
anisms for organizing syntactic relations. Particular attention is paid to the means of expressing subordinate relationships,
among which asyndetic connection stands out as the most archaic type, and conjunctive connection and correlation as
the most developed forms of subordination. The problem of insufficient differentiation between coordinate and subordinate
conjunctions in the Old English period is considered, which led to functional homonymy and semantic ambiguity in sen-
tence construction. The polysemy of subordinate conjunctions and their structural classification into simple and complex
phrase constructions is analyzed.

Special attention is paid to the correlative type of connection and its transformation at the end of the ancient period,
when correlative particles were reinterpreted and transformed into full-fledged conjunctions. It has been established that
the structure of complex sentences throughout the Old English period showed a steady and distinct tendency towards the
gradual improvement and systematization of the syntactic system. The study is based on the analysis of authentic Old
English texts using historical glossaries and anthologies.

Key words: Old English, complex sentences, coordinating conjunctions, subordinate conjunctions, syntactic relations,
correlation, polypredicativity.

Y cTaTTi [OCNimXKYITbCS CTPYKTYPHO-CEMaHTUYHI OCODNMBOCTI CKMagHOTO PEYEHHS B [ABHbOAHMMINCHKIA MOBI
(700-1100 pp.). PosrnspatoTbCs ABa OCHOBHI TUMU CKMafHWX peveHb — CKNaAHOCYPAHI Ta cknagHoniapaaHi, ixHa bygosa
Ta cneyundika CUHTAKCUYHMX 3B'A3KIB MiXK KOMMNOHEHTaMU NoMinpeanKaTUBHOI CTPYKTYpPU. AHani3yeTbCs cuctema cnonyy-
HMKOBOI CYpSAHOCTI, WO XapaKTepuayBanacs pisHOMaHITHICTIO 5iK 3a 3MICTOM, Tak i 3a (hOpMOt0 Ta Marna y CBOEMY pPO3ro-
PAOKEHHI YMCNEHHI 3aCO6U BUCMOBINIOBAHHA CMUCIOBUX BiTiHKIB.

BrainsaTbcst OCHOBHI Knacy CypsigHMX CMOMYYHWUKIB: 3'€QHYBarnbHi, CyNnpOTVBHI, PO3AINO0BI Ta NPUYMHHO-HACNIOKOBI,
KOXEH 3 SIKUX BUpakaB cneundivHi cMMCNOoBI BigTiHKW. [oCnigKyoThCa oAaTKOBI 3ac00M BUPaXKEHHS 3B'A3KiB MiXX Cypsia-
HUMW pEeYEHHAMU, 30Kpema pikcoBaHUM Ta 3BOPOTHUI NOPSIAOK CNiB, CTPYKTYPHWUI napaneniam, iHBepcis, Lo BUCTYynanm
SIK JOMOMIXKHI MEXaHi3MK opraHisaLii CMHTakCcu4YHMX BigHOCKMH. Ocobnuea yBara npuainseTbca cnocobam BUpaxeHHs nig-
PSOHOTO 3B'A3KY, CEpen SKMX BULINATLCA aCUHAETUYHE 3'€AHaHHS SK HANOINbL apxaiYHWIi TUN, CNOMYYHUKOBWIA 3B'A30K
Ta Kopensuis 9K Hanpo3BMHeHILWi chopMu nigpsaHocTi. PodrnaaaeTtbca npobnema HegocTaTHLOI AndbepeHLuiaLii cypsaHux
Ta MiAPSAHMX CNOMYYHWKIB Y AaBHbOAHIMIMCHKUA NEPIOA, Lo npu3Boauna Ao (yHKUIOHaNbHOI OMOHIMIT Ta CMMUCMOBOT
HeuiTKOCTi NobyaoBM peyeHb. AHaMi3yeTbCs nonicemist NiapsaHUX CNOMYYHUKIB Ta iXHA CTPYKTYpHa Knacudikauis Ha npo-
CTi 1 cknagHi pa3oBi KOHCTPYKL.

Okpemy yBary npuaifieHo KoOpensTMBHOMY Tuny 3B'A3Ky Ta MOro TpaHcopMaLii HanpuKiHLi 4aBHBLOrO nepioay, Konm
KOPENATUBHI YaCTKM NEPEOCMMUCIIOBANUCS Ta NEPETBOPHOBANMNCSA Ha MOBHOLHHI CMONyYHMKU. BCTaHOBMEHO, WO CTPYK-
Typa CKnagHuX peyeHb NpOTAroM [aBHbOAHIINCHKOro nepiogy AEMOHCTpyBarna CTiKy BUpasHy TeHAEeHLUio A0 nocni-
[JOBHOTO BAOCKOHANEHHS Ta BMNOPSAKYBaHHA CUHTAKCWUYHOI cucTemu. [ocnimkeHHs 6a3yeTbCs Ha aHanisi aBTeHTUYHUX
[OaBHbOAHITIINCLKMX TEKCTIB i3 BUKOPUCTAHHAM ICTOPUYHKX FocapiiB Ta XpecToMarin.

Knio4yoBi cnoBa: gaBHbOaHMiNCbka MOBa, CKNagHe peveHHsl, CypsigHi CMOMYYHUKK, MigpsiaHi COMYYHUKKN, CUHTAK-
CVYHI 3B'AI3KM, KOPENSLis, NoninpeankaTuBHICTb.
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Problem setting. A complex sentence as a
polypredicative construction is a complex act of
mental activity that reflects two or more situational
events thatare perceived as a single whole [25, p. 349].
According to the number of predicative centers,
complex sentences are classified as compound
and complex, characterized by conjunctive and
non-conjunctive types of connection. In English
linguistic terminology, parts of a complex sentence
are commonly referred to as clauses [11, p. 112].

The structural organization of a complex sentence
is based on the principle of coordination, which is
implemented either synthetically (through the use of
connectives) or asyndetically (without connectives).
In contrast, a complex sentence is based on the
principle of subordination and consists of two or more
basic clauses, one of which functions as the main
clause, while the others are subordinate clauses. The
subordinate connection between them can be either
conjunctive or non-conjunctive. Subordinate clauses
come in various types: subject, object, attributive,
circumstantial (place, time, condition, cause, etc.).

The aim of the study is to clarify the structural
features of complex sentences in Old English and
to identify the specifics of syntactic relationships
between components of compound and complex
constructions.

Analysis of recent research and publications.
The issue of sentence syntax in a diachronic aspect
has not been sufficiently covered in scientific
literature. There are only a few studies devoted to
the description of the structure of certain types of
sentences and the analysis of ancient texts [1; 3; 9;
21; 36]. At the same time, detailed scientific research
in the field of historical English grammar is mainly
represented by morphological studies and word
combination syntax [8; 12; 14; 17; 25].

Scope of the research. In Old English (700-1100
AD), there was already a developed system of
conjunctive coordination, characterized by numerous
means of expression. This system was notable for
its diversity in both content (semantic relations)
and form (the structure of sentences contained in
a complex coordinate clause) [2; 13; 18; 19]. The
connection between coordinate sentences reflects
the connections that exist between objects and
phenomena in the real world, which is expressed in
the structure of a compound sentence.

The means of expressing the connection between
the components of a compound sentence can be
represented by the following elements:

1. Components located in the second of the
coordinate clauses, namely: anaphoric pronouns
that replace words in the first sentence to avoid
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repetition, or clarifying adverbs j)a, sona, sihhan,
etc. For example (these and subsequent examples
of sentences are taken from historical glossaries and
anthologies and adapted for illustrative convenience
[27; 32]): ...ha zezaderode cyning his fierd, and for
heet he sewicode betwuh hem twam hersum. ...mooi
KOPOIb 3i0paeé c60€ BIICbKO, | uepes ye 6iH ONUHUBCS
Midic 08oMA apMIsAMU.

2. Elements omitted in the second clause but
coinciding with the words of the first sentence.
Thus, the semantic connection between compound
sentences determines their grammatical connection;
as a result, in addition to the semantic connection,
compound sentences are also grammatically
connected.

The main means of expressing the semantic and
grammatical connection of compound sentences are
coordinating conjunctions. Connecting compound
clauses, conjunctions organize their combination,
give meaning to this combination, and ensure the
possibility of the existence of a compound sentence
as a semantic and grammatical whole. Conjunctions
that function as connecting words in a compound
sentence are grammatical markers of the semantic
relationships that exist between parts of the sentence.

Old English conjunctions can be represented by
the following classes, which are also distinguished in
modern grammars [29; 30; 31]:

1. Connective conjunctions. The leading
conjunction of this group could express various
shades of meaning [31, p. 260]:

— time-dependent relationships: He ha het ear-
cian eal héet hinunz-tol cetforan his domsetie and
he him wearh to zelced. Ilomim 6in Haxazag npu-
eomyeamu 6Ci 3HAps00si neped coim cy00i6CbKUM
micyem, i 1020 npugeiu 00 Hbo2o.

— oppositional relations: ...he 3eset on hare
byriz and Max 3es@t on Londinium h&re byriz. ...6in
ocenuscs y momy micmi, a Maxc ocenuscs 6 JIonoomi.

— cause-and-effect relationships: ...he sette his
hand ofer hiora heortan and heora andzeat him eft
to hwirfde. ...6in domopkryecs pykow 00 ixuix cep-
Oeybw, 1 IXHIll pO3YM NOBEPHYBECsL 00 HUX 3HOBY.

Along with the conjunction and, the following
connectives functioned in the group of connective
conjunctions [34, pp. 266-279]: the negative connec-
tive ne «i Hew, the paired negative connectives nezher
(ne)...ne i ne..ne «Hi...ni», the paired connective
nales heet...ac eac «ne minvku, aze i», the connec-
tives éac «makoxcy, SWa «mescy, SWa...SWAa «mesxc...
mefcy.

2. Contrastive conjunctions. The main conjunc-
tion in this group is ac «amne», for example: He ne
heefde folc sesaderod,; and wolde winnan, ac he weard
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ofsleesen on hiem feerelte... Bin 3ibpas apmiro i xomie
oumucs, ane nio yac nepexooy in 6ya youmuil...

The group of contrastive conjunctions included
the following words: honne «ane», héah «aney,
hweehree «ane», hweehre...honne «ane...aney.

3. Separating conjunctions. This category
included [10, p. 71]: ohh «aboy, ohhe...ohhe «abo...
aboy, hweeder «aboy, ce3zder 3ze..3e «abo...abox»:
Ic me mid him dom zewyrce, ohre me déad nimel.
A 3as01010 3 HUM cragy ona cebe, abo nompy.

Causal relationships were also represented in
Old English, and the main conjunction of this group,
forhon, was used both as a coordinating and a sub-
ordinating conjunction [34, p. 270]. The emergence
of causal relationships as another full-fledged type
of coordination only occurred in the Middle English
period.

The above facts indicate that the components of
a complex coordinate clause were always semanti-
cally related and characterized by certain seman-
tic relationships. These relationships were diverse:
relationships of addition, relationships of temporal
dependence, relationships of negation, and cause-
and-effect relationships.

In addition to conjunctions, fixed word order,
reverse word order in one of the coordinate clauses,
and structural parallelism were also used as means
of expressing the connections between coordinate
clauses [17; 22].

When the order of clauses in a complex coor-
dinate sentence is fixed, this indicates not only the
existence of a connection between them, but also the
nature of this connection, i.e., it functions as a means
of expressing semantic relations in a complex coor-
dinate sentence. For example, in this case, the order
of clauses in a compound sentence corresponds to the
sequence of actions, for example: Sé dees sewait, and
séo niht senealcehte. Ilpotiwios Oens, i Hacmana Hiy.

In cases where it is impossible to change the order
of the parts of a sentence, this may be due not only to
semantic but also to structural factors. Such structural
factors include: the presence of third-person personal
pronouns, demonstrative pronouns or adverbs, and
even other elements of the text in the second clause
of a compound sentence. In the example below, it is
impossible to rearrange the clauses of a compound
sentence because the subject in the second clause is
expressed by a third-person singular personal pro-
noun: ...Jeet island is norhéastlans, and hit is eahta
hund mila lans and twa hund mila brad. ...yeu
0CMpI8 3HAXOOUMbCA HA NIGHIYHOMY CX0O0I, I 1020
008IHCUHA BICIMCOM MU, A WIUPUHA OBICIE MUTLb.

When the order of clauses in a complex sentence
does not serve as a means of expressing their connec-
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tion, i.e., when they can be rearranged without los-
ing meaning, this phenomenon is rare. This so-called
reversibility of coordinate clauses is generally not
characteristic of the Old English period [19; 23; 25].

Cases of reversibility are found only in complex
sentences in which the information is descriptive in
nature: ...jonne leeweh broher oherne on déah, and
sune sé leeweh his feeder, and ha zinsran arisah wih
ham yldrum... ...mooi 6pam seudacmv dpama, i cun
3padums €8020 OamvKa, i MOAOOULi NIOHIMYMbCS
npoOmMu CMAapuiuXx...

The presence of inversion [5, p. 365] in the sec-
ond part of the sentence is an additional sign of the
connection between the clauses of a compound sen-
tence. Inversion is usually caused by the fact that at
the beginning of the second clause there is a word (or
phrase) that is more closely related in meaning to the
content of the previous clause than all other words in
the second clause. For example: heet land is swyhe
mycel, and heer bih swyhe maniz buriz. l]a kpaina
oyoice genuxa, i mam € bazamo micm.

The rearrangement here is caused by the fact
that at the beginning of the second clause there is
a circumstance of place, expressed by the adverb
heer. Thus, the reverse word order in the second
of the coordinate clauses functions as a means of
expressing the connection between these sentences.
However, it does not reflect the nature of this con-
nection, i.e., it is not a means of expressing seman-
tic relations in a complex sentence, and therefore is
considered as additional.

Syntactic parallelism [6, p. 21] also serves as a
means of expressing only the most general, undif-
ferentiated connection between coordinate clauses:
...and wel hu fehst on ha speche, and rihte hu hyt
understentst. ...i 00Ope mu CXORI0EW MOBY, i 0Ope
mu po3ymieul ii.

The conjunctive coordination of Old English is
characterized by a tendency toward concretization,
toward clarification of the types of semantic rela-
tions or their nuances. For this purpose, clarifying
lexical elements are used within complex sentences.
For example: ...swylce éac hissum tidum com mycel
hungor on Greka ealdorburn; and sona a wol wes
aefterfylizende. ...y yeti uac nouagcsa cuibHUll 207100
y cmonuyi epexie, i He3abapom 3a HUM NiWaa Yymd.

The clarifying adverb sona, meaning «ckopo,
Hezabapom» [34, p. 276], is located here in the sec-
ond clause of a compound sentence, contributing to a
more pronounced sense of temporal sequence.

As for the ways of expressing subordinate rela-
tionships in Old English complex sentences, there
are three types of connection between subordinate
clauses and the main clause:
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asyndetic connection
[28, p. 29].

The asyndetic (non-conjunction) type is the most
archaic type of connection, characteristic of all
Germanic languages, but limited in Slavic languages
[4; 5]. With asyndetic connection between the main
and subordinate clauses, various relationships are
conveyed — causal, attributive, or explanatory: Ha
sona zelomp, ha hit swa sceolde, lioma leohtode
leoda maghum (causal, explanatory). ...mooi Heza-
bapom cmanocs, Ak Mano Oymu, wo ceimao 3acssio
oz modetl. Be ham ylcum feederum, we fore sprecend
weeron. .. (explanatory). Tumu camumu nponogionu-
Kamu, npo AKi Mu 2080PUTIU. .

Conjunctive connection. In the period under
study, conjunctive words did not yet exist. They
only appeared in the Middle English period. The
main way of conveying subordinate relationships
between the main and subordinate clauses was
through conjunctions [7; 15; 23]. Old English had a
fairly developed system of subordinate conjunctions,
but the general underdevelopment of subordinate
relationships was also reflected in the sphere of
conjunctive relationships and sometimes led to
semantic or structural ambiguity in the construction
of complex sentences [17; 22].

Correlation. This is a type of connection
represented by correlating parts of speech in the
main and subordinate clauses. In Old English,
correlation is most often found in subordinate
clauses of circumstance or attribute [10, p. 71]. In a
circumstantial complex subordinate clause, an adverb
is located in the main clause, and a corresponding
conjunction is located in the subordinate clause: ha...
ha «romi...Komu»; SWa...SWa «TaK...sIK», «TOI...KOJIN»;
honne...honne «roxi...komm»; HET..h@r «Tam...men,
etc.

It should be noted that the correlation is
represented mainly by homonymous forms of adverbs
and conjunctions, which are recorded in dictionaries
compiled according to the historical principle [16; 35],
with the oldest adverbs and conjunctions functioning
as correlates: Ba se hé jeet hierde, ha wende hé hine
est. Konu sin nouye ye, moodi 6in niuios Ha cxio. ...
ond heet seweorc seworct wes, swa herzjde hé his
rice. ...Ii konu ys opmeys 6yna nodyoosanda, mooi
3PYUHYBAS GIH CBOE KOPONIBCMEO.

In an attributive complex sentence, another type
of correlation functions: in the main clause, there is
a demonstrative pronoun with the meaning «toit, Ta»
(s&, sed) or a third-person personal pronoun, and in
the subordinate clause, there is a relative pronoun /e:
Heé he hé beheafdad, sé aras of déahe. Toil, xoeo sin
00e320106u8, Mol NOBCMAB i3 MEPMBUX.

(non-conjunction)
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Old English was characterized by insufficient
differentiation in terms of coordinating and
subordinate conjunctions. Thus, the conjunction
heah could function as a progressive subordinate
conjunction with the meaning «xou» and as a
contrasting conjunction with the meaning «aiey;
the conjunction honne as a subordinate conjunction
had the meaning «xomm», and as a coordinating
conjunction — «asey; the conjunction forhon «60»
functioned both as a coordinating and a subordinate
conjunction [16; 35].

Subordinate conjunctions were characterized
by highly developed polysemy [15; 17]. Thus,
the conjunction swa can introduce four types of
subordinate clauses:

— time clauses: ...and swa hé him 3eseah, ha
axode h€ hine t6 hwi h& come. ...i ko 6in iioco
nobauus, 6iH cnUMas 11020, 00 K020 GiH NPUILLOG.
conditional clauses: ...ic 3elyfe hat hu
mildheart ne wile anforl&tan swa ic het 3efremme.
...51 ipIO, WO mu He nepecmaneul OYmMu MUiIOCePO-
HUM, SIKUO 51 ye 3pooio.

— causal clauses: ...5i scealt 3réot etan hine
lif dszas, swa hi lah lice wrohte. ...mu maew icmu
3ema0 00 Kinysi C8OIX OHI6, MOMY WO MU GUUHUG
cmpawny cnpasy.-

— consequential clauses: ...hie him sprecon swa
hit nan man nyste... ....80HU 2080PUNU MIJC COOOIO
Max, wob HIXMo He 3HA8 NPo ye.

Other conjunctions are also characterized by
polysemy: for example, /s introduces additional
clauses, clauses of time, purpose, and cause; forhon
introduces cause and purpose.

In terms of structure, conjunctions were classified
as simple and complex. Simple conjunctions are the
oldest, but their number is significantly smaller than
that of complex conjunctions. Simple conjunctions
include the following [34, pp. 266-279]: hart «wor,
sihhan «xonuy, dr «00 moeo 5Ky, hies «bo», heah
«xouay, forhon «boy», swa «boy, «xoauy, honne
«Konuy, ha «xonuyn, 3if «akugo», oh «0o mux nip
nokuy. Here are some examples of sentences with
these words: ...Jis was zefohten sihhan hé of east
com. ...ysa bumea Oyna nposedena, Koiu Gin nosep-
Hy6cs 31 cxo0y. ...ha cweh hé ham heahfcedere, heet
hé heefde twa seswustra. ...6in ckazas nampiapxy, wo
6 Hb020 OY10 061 cecmpu. ...mycel yfel deh he, 3if he
nele hys woh szerihtan. ...6azamo 31a cnpuduHumb
BIH, AKWO He 3aX0ue GUNPABUMU C80T NOMUTIKU.

Most subordinate conjunctions, also known
as phrasal conjunctions, had a complex structure
[31, p. 268]. The first element, which carried the
main lexical load, was an adverb, preposition, or
noun; the second element was represented by a
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pronoun form (/am or hcem); the third element was
the universal subordinate particle he. cefter ham he
«nicas moeo sAky, @r hem he «0o moeo saxy, mid
ham he «nicia mozo saxy, for hem he «ora mozo
woby, ha hwile he «6 moti uac sik». For example: ...
mid ham he he forbead ham him Hh&t he hit nanum
men ne cydde... ...nicas moeo Ak 6in HAKA3AE TOMY,
wob 8in npo ye Hikomy He 20680pus... ...ond he hi
him azeaf, for h&m he hiora was oher his sunu. ...i
8iH IX tlomMy 6100a8, OCKINbKU OOUH i3 HUX 0)8 11020
CUHOM.

As an indicator of subordinate connection in a
conjunction, in addition to the universal subordinate
particle /e, the most common conjunction in Old
English, /cet (which in the form that is also common
in modern English [20; 24; 33]): ...he h&r wunade
oh hat hine an swan ofstan3. ...sir mam sicue domu,
O00KU 11020 He 80U8 00UH NACMYX.

Certain conjunctions can function as both simple
and complex: heah — heah he; forhon—forhon he; cer—
cr hem he. For example: ...3yf hwa has boc awritan
wylle, heet he hi serihte wel bé hcere bysne, for hon he
ic nah seweald, héeah hi hwa to woze zebringze... ...
SAKUO XTNOCH 3aX04e MAKY KHU2y Hanucamu, oo it
iT 0obpe sunpagus 3a Yum 3pasKkom, momy ujo 6 meHe
Hemae cui, 60 6 Hitl, MOJNCTUBO, € NOMUTKU...

Conclusions and prospects for further research.
Complex sentences as polypredicative structures in
Old English were represented by two main types:
compound and complex. The syntactic organization
of Old English texts was characterized by complexity
and could contain a significant number of coordinate
and subordinate clauses.

Compound sentences are considered to be
older in origin. They had a developed system
of conjunctive coordination (and, ac, ne, ohhe).
However, the most common conjunction was and
(ond). Coordinate clauses were semantically related,
and there could be relationships of combination,
temporal dependence, opposition, and cause and
effect between them. Coordinate conjunctions in
the ancient language were classified as connecting,
contrasting, and separating.

Additional means of connecting coordinate
clauses were word order (fixed or reversed) and
structural parallelism. There were two main types of
complex sentences: non-conjunctive and conjunctive.
Sentences with conjunctive subordination were not

sufficiently developed, despite the significant number
of function words (conjunctions — 3if, heet, 0h, heette,
swce) and pronouns (heet, hwilc, hwa) that could
perform this subordination. In terms of structure,
conjunctions were classified as simple and complex.

The third type of syntactic connection was
correlative, which occupied an important place in the
system of subordination and was realized with the
help of correlative particles.

At the end of the ancient period, the correlation
system underwent a series of transformations, the
main one being the reinterpretation of the meanings
of correlative particles and their conversion into
conjunctions — coordinate (ohhe...ohhe, ne...ne,
nawher...nawher) and subordinate (ha..ha, swa...
swa, honne...honne). The particle he was widely used,
which could function as a conjunction or be used as
its constituent part (@r hem he, ha he, hara he). In
ancient texts, repetitions of connective conjunctions
at the beginning of each clause were widely used. In
ancient times, there was no clear distinction between
coordinating and subordinating conjunctions (honne,
heah, swa).

Ancient complex sentences were characterized
by considerable diversity — with subject clauses,
object clauses, attributive clauses, circumstantial
clauses (subordinate clauses of place, condition,
cause, etc.). Different types of subordinate
clauses were introduced by their characteristic
conjunctions. Attributive clauses were introduced
by various connectives, the most frequent of which
was the particle se. Subject and adverbial clauses
were introduced by the conjunction /ct, both used
separately and in combination with other words ()a
he, hara he). Some subordinate conjunctions that
introduced clauses were characterized by developed
polysemy, i.e., they could introduce several types of
subordinate clauses.

In general, it can be stated that the structure of
complex sentences throughout the ancient period of
the English language showed a tendency towards
improvement and systematization. Prospects for
further research lie in the comparative analysis of the
structure of complex sentences in Old English and
other Old Germanic languages, as well as in the study
of the dynamics of the development of syntactic
relations in the transition period from Old English to
Middle English.
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