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The article considers the criminal legal significance of a crime tool as an element of the subject of
crime, committed in the way of aiding and abetting as well as by means of perpetration of deed through an
innocent agent.
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This paper provides lexical analysis of the Henri Michaux’s poem «Portrait des Meidosems» (1948).
The comparison of usage of the «visual» and «psychological» epithets in this poem and in Henri Michaux’s
cycle «Apparitions» reveals that psychological epithets in «Portrait des Meidosems» are more numerous,
more sophisticated and rare. Surprisingly, visual epithets are neutral, despite various references to the
visual sphere presented in the poem.

Key words: linguistic stylistics, lexical and semantic analysis, XX century French poetry, ecphrasis,
visual epithets.
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