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1. lleab u 3agaum AUCIIUTIJINHDBI, €€ MECTO B !‘-ICﬁHOM Ipoiecce

B coorBerctBUM ¢ ['ocymapcTBeHHBIM 00pa3oBaTENbHBIM CTaHIAPTOM
BBICIIET0  MPO(PECCHOHAIBHOIO  00pa30BaHMS, yueOHasg  JUCLUIUIMHA
«Teopetnueckasi rpamMmaTHKa» BXOAWT B OJOK 00menpodhecCHOHATBHBIX
aucuuiuine  crieruanbHoctTd 031001 — «®@unonorusi», 031202 — «llepeBon u
MEPEBOJIOBE/ICHUE» U YUTAETCS B IIIECTOM ceMecTpe (Ha 3-0M Kypce).

Kypc Teopernueckoid TpaMMaTUKH aHTJIMICKOTO SI3bIKa 3aHUMAET
KIIIOUEBOE MECTO CpeAu JUCIHUIUIMH, BXOJAIIMX B MPOrpamMMmy OOydeHHS
CTYJIEHTOB, [UUIi KOTOPBIX AaHTJIMHCKUNA S3BIK SBIAETCS MPOQPMIHPYIOIIEH
JUCIUTUTMHON CTIEIIUaIbHOCTH.

[lenp Kypca — KOMIUIEKCHOE OIKMCAHUE TIPAMMATUYECKOTO CTpOs
AHTJIMHACKOTO $s3bIKa, 0000IIaroIIee BBEICHHE B MPOOJIEMATHKY COBPEMEHHBIX
rpaMMaTUYECKUX MCCIEAOBAaHUNA M, COOTBETCTBEHHO, B METOJMKY HAy4YHO-
rpaMMaTUYECKOr0 aHaju3a sI3bIKOBOTO MaTepuara.

[TpeameTom HACTOSIIIIETO TEOPETUUYECKOTO Kypca BBICTYIIA€T
rpaMMaTUYECKUN CTPO COBPEMEHHOI'O aHTJIMUCKOTO S3bIKA.

OcoOeHHOCTBIO ~ Kypca  SIBISIETCS ~ MHTETPATUBHOE  IPEJICTaBIICHUE
MOp(]OJOTUM M CHHTaKCHCa KaK €JIMHOW CHUCTEMBI peueoOpa3oBaHusi. B cBsizu ¢
ATUM B TMPOILECCE U3YUYEHUs] YyKa3aHHOMW NUCIUIUIMHBI CTyAeHTaM OyJer
MPEUI0KEHO PA3BEPHYTOE MOJIOKEHNE O TEOPUU YPOBHEH A3bIKA, OMIO3UI[UOHHAS
Teopus IrpaMMaTUYECKUX KaTeropui, a TaKxe npoOJieMaTrKa
MapagurMaTUyeCcKoro CHHTAKCUCA C €r0 BBIXOJIOM B MMOCTPOEHUE 1IETIOTO TEKCTA.

OCHOBHBIMHM y4E€OHBIMU 33Jla4aMU Kypca SIBJISIOTCS CIEAYIOIINE:

1. TlpeactaBuTh TEOPETUUECKOE OCBEIICHHE TIPAMMATUYECKOr0 CTPOs
AHTJIMACKOTO  $13bIKA, PACCMOTPEB BaKHEUIIUE AaCMEKThI MOpQOJIOTUH U
CHUHTAKCHCA, B COOTBETCTBUU C COBPEMEHHBIM COCTOSIHUEM HAYKH O SI3BIKE.

2. O3HaKOMUTb CTYJEHTOB C HaubOoJiee BaXHBIMU MpoOJIeMaMu
COBPEMEHHBIX HAYYHBIX HCCIEIOBAHUN TIpaMMaTHYECKOrO0 CTPOSI aHTJIUHCKOTO

SA3bIKa, ¢ TCOPUAMHU U B3rIAAaMU OTCUHCCTBCHHLIX 1 Sap}I6e)KHBIX JJUHTBUCTOB.



3. Pa3BUTh y CTyZICHTOB yMEHUE MPUMEHSTH MOJIYYCHHBIC TCOPETUUECKUE
3HAHMS 10 TPAMMATHKE aHTJIMHACKOTO SI3bIKa K €r0 MPAaKTUYECKOMY BJIAJICHUIO Ha
Pa3HBIX dTalax U3yYCHHs M K €T0 MPETIOJaBaHUI0 Ha Pa3HBIX CTYMEHIX 00yUYeHUSI.

4. Pa3BuTh y CTYJCHTOB HAy4YHOE MBINIJICHUE, COOTBETCTBYIOIIICE
METO/JOJIOTUH  TpeaMeTa  TEOPETHYECKOW  TpaMMaTHKH,  HAyduTh  HX
oubnuorpadpuueckoMy TIMOUCKY B H3ydyaeMoOW OOJIaCTM 3HAHWUM, MPUBUTH UM
YMEHHE CaMOCTOSITEIbHO TiepepadaThiBaTh (PYHIAMEHTAIbHYI0 M TEKYIYIO
HAYYHYI0 WHOOpPMAIUIO IO MPEIMETy, CaMOCTOSTEIBHO JenaTh OOOOIICHUS W
BBIBOJIbl M3 JIAHHBIX, MPUBOJAMMBIX B CICIHMAIBLHON JUTEpaType, a TakkKe H3
COOCTBEHHBIX HaOMOJACHUN HaJ (PAKTHUECKUM S3BIKOBBIM MaTepHajoM B €ro
Pa3HBIX PEeUeBHIX (DOpMaX, OCMBICICHHO COMOCTABIISASA TPAMMATUUYECKHUE SBICHUS
AHTJIMHACKOTO M PYCCKOTO WJIH IPYTOT0 U3y4aeMOr0 HHOCTPAHHOTO SI3bIKA.

[TocTaBneHHBIC 3aJaud Kypca JAEMOHCTPUPYIOT €r0 MHOTOIUTAHOBOCTH U
MHOTOACIIEKTHOCTb.

Jlnst  Gonee mMOMHOTO W aJCKBATHOTO YCBOEHUS JAHHOM y4ueOHOM
JTUCITUIUTMHBI CTYJACHTBI JOJDKHBI MOJYYHUTh HEOOXOAMMBIC HABBIKK BIIAJCHUS
AHTJIMACKUAM SI3BIKOM B XOJ€ ITPAKTUYECKUX 3aHATUH 10 aHTIIUMCKOMY SI3BIKY U I10
KyJIbTYpE PEueBOro OOIICHUS, a TAKXKE MPOCIyHIaTh TEOPETUUYECKHE KYpPChI IO

CI)OHCTI/IKC U JIEKCUKOJIOTHUH aHTJIUNCKOTO S3bIKa.

Pexomenoayuu ona cmyoenmos

s ycnenHoro npoxoaeHus: Kypca CTyACHT JOKEH UMETh JTOCTATOYHO
MIPOYHBIC 3HAHUS B 00JIACTU TEOPETUUECKON rPpaMMATUKU aHTJIUHUCKOTO si3bIKa. B
YaCTHOCTH, O00S3aTeNbHO 3HAHWE MPUHIUIIOB, JIGKAIIUX B  OCHOBE
IrpaMMaTHYECKOT0 CTposl si3blKa. Takke HEOOXOAUMO 3HaHUE CHelUPUKH
YPOBHEBOW CTPYKTYphl f3bIKa, a TakKKe MapaJurMaTU4ecKoro acrekTa
COOTHOIIICHHS] ~ DJIEMEHTOB  f3bIKa,  KOTOPBIM  siBIsieTCs  (haKTOpOM,

OMpCACIIAOMIUM CUCTCMHOC yCTpOfICTBO SA3bIKa B LICJIOM.



CTy,Z[eHT JOJDKCH IIPHUCYTCTBOBATH Ha BCCX JICKOHAX KW CCMHHAPCKHX
3aHATHAX, B KOTOPBIX JOJDKCH IIPUHHUMATh dAKTUBHOC YU4CTHUC.

Yto0BI OBITH AOIIYIICHHBIM K 3K3aMCHY I10 I[&HHOﬁ AUCHUIUIMHE, CTYJACHT
HOJDKCH HMMCTb OTBEThl Ha KaXKJIOM HW3 CCMHHApPOB KypCa HU YMCTb
I[O6POCOBCCTHO BBIIIOJIHATD ITPAKTUYCCKUC 3a/JaHMA.

ITonoxurtenpHas OLCHKa Ha 9K3aMCHC CTAaBUTCA B TOM CJiy4dac, C€CJIIH
CTYACHT IIOKA3bIBACT 3HAHHUC CYHICCTBAa BOIIPpOCA, INOHHUMACT MCCTO AAHHOI'O
SA3BIKOBOI'O sBJICHUA B O6IIICﬁ CTPYKTYpEC s3bIKa, MOKCT IPOCICAUTD
3dKOHOMCPHOCTH B3aI/IM0I[ef/JICTBI/I$I ¢ro C JPpYIruMHu A3bIKOBBIMHU SBJICHHUSIMU,

IMPaBHUJIBHO BBLIIIOJIHHUTD IMPAKTHYCCKOC 3adHHC.

2. Y4yeOHasi nporpamMma



CtpykTypa Kypca npeaycmarpuBaet: 72 yaca mis cnenuanbHoctd 031001
— «@unonorusi»; 96 4acoB misa cneundanbHocTH 031202 — «IlepeBon u
nepeBoAoBeicHUE». Kypc  TeopeThueckoM TIpaMMAaTUKM  YMTAeTCsl  Ha
AHTJIMKACKOM SI3bIKE. B JEKIIMOHHOW 4acTH Kypca OCBEIIAIOTCS TAKUE BOIPOCHI
Kak, MpeaMeT W 3aJayd IpaMMaTUKH, OOIIME MPUHIUIIBI, JeXallue B OCHOBE
rPaMMaTUYECKOTO CTPOS SI3bIKa, COOTHOIIIEHHE TpaMMATUKU U CEMAaHTHUKH,
TEOpHUsl YPOBHEH $S3bIKA, OMIIO3UIIMOHHAS TEOPUS IpaMMaTHUYECKHUX KaTEropHid,
KOHTEKCTHOE IIOBEJICHHUE rpaMMaTHUYECKUX dhopwm, npobJieMaTrKa
MapaJIMrMaTHYE€CKOr0 CMHTAKCHUCAa M €r0 BBIXOJ B MOCTPOECHHUE IIEJIOT0 TEKCTA.
OTH TeMbl SBISIOTCS KIIFOYEBBIMU W HamOoisiee TpyAHBIMH B Kypce. KoHTposb
YCBOGHHMSI OCYIIECTBISICTCSI TMPU TMOMOIIM BOMPOCOB K MPOCIYHIAHHOMY

Marepuany.



TeMaTtuka cCEeMHHAPCKUX 3aHSATUNA COOTBETCTBYET JIEKIIMOHHOMY KYpCY.
CtyaeHTbl JOJKHBI T[OHUMATh OCOOEGHHOCTH T'PAMMATHYECKOTO  CTPOS
AHTJIMICKOTO $SI3bIKA B COOTBETCTBUM C COBPEMEHHBIM COCTOSIHUEM HAyKH O
S3BIKE B €TO JIBYX B3aMMOCBSI3aHHBIX U B3aUMOJIOMOJIHUTEIBHBIX (DYHKIHSIX —
KOTHUTUBHOM ¥ KOMMYHMKATUBHOM. J[Jis 3TOro CTYJEHTHI MOKHBI 3HATh
HauOojiee BaXXHbIE MPOOJIEMBbI COBPEMEHHBIX HAyYHBIX HCCIETOBAHUIM
IrPaMMaTHYECKOTO CTPOSI aHTJIMMCKOTO SI3bIKA, YMETh IPUMEHSATh TEOPETHUECKHE
3HAHUS [0 IPaMMAaTHUKE SI3bIKa Ha MPAKTUKE, CAMOCTOSATENIbHO MepepadaThiBaTh
byHIAMEHTAIBHYI0 ¥ TEKYIIyl0 Hay4YHyl HWH(OOpPMAIUMI0O TO TpeaMery,
CaMOCTOATENFHO JieJIaTh OOO0OIIEHHS W BBIBOJABI M3 JaHHBIX, MPUBOJUMBIX B
CIELUUAIbHOW JUTepaType, a Takke M3 COOCTBEHHBIX HAOIIOJICHUM Hal
S3BIKOBBIM MAaTE€pPUAJIOM B €ro pa3HbIX pPEUYeBBIX (opmMax, OCMBICIECHHO
COTIOCTABJISATh TPAMMATHYECKHE SBJICHUSI AHTJIMHUCKOTO M POJHOTO SI3BIKOB.
Bonbiioe BHUMaHME yIenseTCs BBIOTHEHUIO MPAKTUYECKUX 3aJIaHUM, KOTOPhIC
HaleeHbl Ha (POpMUpPOBaHHE MPAKTUYECKHX YMEHHH U HABBIKOB pabOTHI CO
CIEIUAJIbHBIMM METOJMKAMHU TPaMMATHYECKON MCCIIEIOBATEIILCKON TEXHUKU:
MOp(PEMHO-TUCTPUOYTUBHBIN aHAIN3, ONIIIO3UIITMOHHO-KATEeTOPHAIbHBIN aHAIIN3,
3aMECTUTENIbHOE TECTUPOBAHUE B JUArHOCTUYECKHUX MOJENSX,
TpaHCc(HOPMAIIMOHHBIN aHAIN3, CEMAHTUKO-KOHTEKCTOJIOTUYECKUI aHaIu3 U JIp.

Kypc paccuntan Ha 1 cemectp (6). B koHIle Kypca CTYyAE€HTBI CIAIOT
AK3aMEH, KOTOPBIN BKIIFOYAET KaK TEOPETUUECKUN BOIPOC, TAK M MPAKTUUYECKOE
3aJlaHue.

Oo0vem Oucyuniunvl u 6Udbl y4eOHOU padbomol
CnenuanpHocTb 031001 «Duonorus»

Bunbl yueOHOM paboThI Bcero uacos
O0611ast TPyJA0EMKOCTh 72
AyJIMTOpHBIEC 3aHITHS 36

Jlexknun 18

CemuHapbl 18

CamocTtosTenbHas paboTta 36
Bua uroroBoro KOHTpoIIst JK3aMEH

CrneunansHocTs 031202 «IlepeBoa u nepeBoAOBEICHUE




Bunbl yueOHOM pabOThI

Bcero yacos

O01as TpyA0EMKOCTh 96
AYJMTOpPHBIE 3aHITHS 32
Jlexknun 16
CemuHapbl 16
CamocTosTenpHas paboTta 64
Bua uTOroBoro KOHTpoJis HK3aMEeH

3.1. I'paduk ayauTOpHOI M CaMOCTOSTEIHHOU Y4eOHOH pabOThI CTYACHTOB

3. Paboyas nporpama

Croeunanpaocth 031001 - «Dunonorusy»

Ne | HanmeHoBaHue pa3zienon Byl yueOHBIX 3aHATUI
U TEM Beero | Jlexkmuu | Cemunapst | Ayau- | Camo- Bunst
9acoB TOpHAst | CTOST. | TEKYIIEro
pabota | pabota | KOHTpOJIA
TeopeTnueckas
rpaMMaTuKa 72 18 18 36 36
AHTJIMHCKOTO SI3bIKa
1 | Language and its Texymuit
grammar. Grammatical 8 2 2 4 4 KOHTPOJTb
categories  (parts  of Ha ceMu-
speech). Hapax
2 | Grammatical categories "
Theory of grammatical 8 2 2 4 4
oppositions
3 | Grammatical categories "
of the English noun: 8 2 2 4 4
gender, number, case and
article determination.
4 | Grammatical categories "
of the English verb: 8 2 2 4 4
finitude, person, number,
tense
5 | Grammatical categories "
of the English verb: 8 2 2 4 4
aspect, voice, mood.
6 | Grammatical category of "
the English adjective and 4 1 1 2 2
adverb: comparison
degrees
7 | Syntax: basic notions 4 1 1 2 2 St




Actual division of the
sentence.
Communicative types of
sentences.

nmn

Simple sentence:
constituent and
paradigmatic structures

nmn

10

Composite sentence as a
polypredicative
construction

nmn

11

Syntax of the text

nmn

CnenuanbHocTh 031202 - «IlepeBoa 1 IepeBOJOBEICHUE

Ne | HaumeHoBaHue pa3zieinon Buibl yueOHBIX 3aHATHI
U TEM Beero | Jleknuu | Cemunaper | Aymu- | Camo- Bunnl
4acoB TOpHasi | CTOSAT. | TEKYIIEro
pabora | paboTta | KOHTpPOJs
Teopetnueckas
rpaMMaTuKa 96 16 16 32 64
AHTTTUICKOTO SI3bIKa
1 | Language and its Texymmit
grammar. Grammatical 10 1 1 2 8 KOHTPOJIb
categories  (parts  of Ha CeMu-
speech). Hapax
2 | Grammatical categories "
Theory of grammatical 10 1 1 2 8
oppositions
3 Grammatical categories St
of the English noun: 10 2 2 4 6
gender, number, case and
article determination.
4 | Grammatical categories "
of the English verb: 10 2 2 4 6
finitude, person, number,
tense
5 | Grammatical categories "
of the English verb: 10 2 2 4 6
aspect, voice, mood.
6 | Grammatical category of "
the English adjective and 6 1 1 2 4
adverb: comparison
degrees
7 | Syntax: basic notions 8 1 1 2 6 "




8 | Actual division of the o

sentence. 8 2 2 4 4
Communicative types of
sentences.

9 | Simple sentence: "
constituent and 10 2 2 4 6

paradigmatic structures

10 | Composite sentence as a o

polypredicative 8 1 1 2 6
construction
11 | Syntax of the text 6 1 1 2 4 -t

3.2. CoaepkaHre NUCUUTUINHBI

JleximonHble 3aHATHS Kypca «Teopernyeckas rpaMMaTHKa aHTJIMHCKOTO
A3bIKa» HANpaBIEHBl HAa TO, YTOOBI HE TOJNBKO JATh CTYJCHTaM OMpeAeTCHHBIN
o0beM HMH(pOpMallUU, HO U Pa3BUTh Y HUX TBOPYECKOE HAYYHOE MBIIIUICHUE U
KPUTHYECKUN TIOJIXO]] K M3JIaraéMbIM TEOPETUICCKUM TTOJOKEHHSIM, HAyUYUTh MX
U3BJIEKATh U3 HAYYHOU TUTEpaTypbl HEOOX0IUMYI0 HH(POPMAITHIO.

Morphology:
1. Language and its grammar.

The definition of the language. Language as a system; its functions,
elements and structure. Lingual elements as bilateral signs. Segmental and supra-
segmental lingual units. The levels of segmental units, their structural and
functional features.The hierarchical relations between the segmental units of
different levels. The word and the sentence as the main level-forming units.The
three subsystems of the language: phonological, lexical and grammatical systems.
The systemic character of grammar. Morphology and syntax - the two main
sections of grammar. Grammar as a branch of linguistics. The plane of content
and the plane of expession. Syntagmatic and paradigmatic relations in grammar.
Diachronic and synchronic relations in grammar.

2. Grammatical categories. Theory of grammatical oppositions.
The general notion of category. Grammatical form and grammatical

meaning, categorial grammatical form and meaning, grammatical category.

10




Grammatical category as the system of expressing generalized grammatical
meaning by means of paradigmatic correlation of grammatical forms.
Oppositional basis of the grammatical category. Oppositional analysis of the
grammatical forms. The types of oppositions: binary and supra-binary
oppositions, privative, equipolent and gradual oppositions. Privative binary
opposition as the most important type of categorial opposition in grammar; its
structure. The strong (marked) and the weak (unmarked) members of the
opposition. Grammatical category in communication: the problem of oppositional
reduction (neutralization and transposition) of grammatical forms in the process of
their functioning. Synthetical and analytical grammatical forms. The types of
synthetical grammatical forms: inner- inflectional, outer-inflectional, suppletive.
Their place in the grammatical system of the English language. The types of
analytical grammatical forms: strong and weak. The types of categories:
immanent and reflective, closed and transgressive, constant feature and variable
feature categories. Morphological and syntactical categories.

3. Noun and the category of gender, number, case and article determination.

Noun as a word denoting ‘“thingness”; its formal characteristics and
syntactic functions. “Cannon ball” problem. Grammatically relevant subclasses of
the noun: common and proper, countable and uncountable, inanimate and animate
(human and non-human), concrete and abstract nouns. The grammatical
peculiarities of different groups of nouns. The problem of gender in English. The
category of gender in Old English and in Modern English. Biological sex and
gender; gender as a meaningful category in modern English. Lexical and
grammatical gender distinctions. Personal pronouns as the gender classifiers of
nouns. Gender oppositions and gender classes of nouns: personal and impersonal
(neuter) gender, feminine, masculine and common gender. Oppositional reduction
of the category (personification). The problem of the category of case. Various
approaches to the category of case in the English language study: the theories of

positional and prepositional cases; the theory of possesive postpositional particle

11



case (of “no case”); the theory of limited case. Disintegration of the inflexional
case in the course of historical development of English and establishing of particle
case forms. Formal and functional properties of common and genitive cases of the
noun. The correlation of nounal case and pronounal case. Article as a grammatical
determiner of the noun. The system of articles in English: the definite article, the
indefinite article and the zero article. The semantic presentation of the articles: the
definite article - identification, the indefinite article - classifying generalization,
the zero article - abstract generalization. Articles with different groups of nouns.
Correlation of the articles wiht other determiners. The situational presentation of
the articles. The generative presentation of the articles in practical grammar. The
problem of establishing the lexico-grammatical status of an article and a “noun+
article” combination.
4. Grammatical categories of the English verb: finitude, person, number, tense.
Verb as a word denoting process, its formal and functional properties. The
complexity of grammatical verbal system due to its central role in the expression
of the predicative functions of the sentence. Grammatically relevant subclasses of
the verb. Notional verbs and their subgroups: actional and statal, limitive and
unlimitive. Semi-notional and functional verbs and their subgroups: auxilary
verbs, link- verbs (pure and specifying), modal verbs, verbid introducers (of
modal identity of the action, of subject-action relations, of phasal semantics). The
combinability subgroups of the verbs: transitive and intransitive verbs,
complementive (predicative, adverbial, objective) and supplementive (personal
and impersonal) verbs. The problem of subclass migration (transition) of the
verbs. The category of finitude. Problematic status of the non-finite forms of the
verb: their hybrid (intermediary) nature. Infinitive as a verbal form of mixed
processual-substantive nature and the basic form of verbal paradigms. Semi-
predicative infinitive constructions. Infinitive as a constituent of modal action
representation. Gerund as a verbal form of mixed processual-substantive nature.

Infinitive, gerund and verbal noun: their correlation in expressing processual

12



semantics. Semi-predicative gerundial constructions. Participle as a verbal form of
mixed processual-qualitative nature. The distinctions between two types of
participles: Participle I (Present Participle) and Participle II (Past Participle).
Semi-predicative participial constructions. The problem of the verbal “-ing” form
(“half-gerund”): functional differences between Participle I and gerund.
Conjugation of the finite forms of the verbs. The category of number. The
category of person. Their reflective nature (substantive correspondence). The
grounds for their blend. The forms of person and number of different groups of
verbs. The oppositional presentation of the category. Grammatical categories of
the Verb: Tense. The general notion of time and lingual temporality (lexical and
grammatical). Absolute and relative time. The system of verbal tense
subcategories in English: Time 1 (absolute, retrospective — past vs. non-past) and
Time 2 (relative, prospective — future vs. non-future). The problem of the modal
colouring of the future forms. Oppositional reduction of the category.

5. Grammatical categories of the English verb: aspect, voice, mood.

The categorial meaning of aspect. Lexical and grammatical means of
expressing aspective meaning; their interdependence. The system of verbal
aspective subcategories in English: Aspect 1 - category of development and
Aspect 2 - category of retrospective coordination. Oppositional reduction of the
category. The category of voice. The passive form — the reception of the action by
the subject of the syntactic construction. The Active form — the meaning of “non-
passivity”. Transitive and intransitive verbs in the Passive voice. Active verbs that
convey passive meanings. The category of mood — the relation of the nominative
content of the sentence towards reality. The systems of English moods. The tense-
retrospect shift in the subjunctive. The correlation of formal and semantic features
of the English mood.

6. Grammatical category of the English adjective and adverb: comparison degrees.

The categorical semantics of the adjective. The functions of the adjective

in the sentence. The derivational features of adjective. Category of Adjectival

13



Comparison. Elative Most-construction. Less/Least-Construction. Adverb as a
part of speech. A property of a non-substantive referent. The categorical
semantics of the adverb. The function of the adverb in the sentence. The
derivational features of adverb. The Category of Comparison of Adverb.
Syntax
7. Syntax: basic notions. Syntax of the phrase. Syntagmatic Connections of Words

Syntax of the phrase as “minor syntax” in relation to the syntax of the
sentence as “major syntax” and to the syntax of the text as “super-major syntax”.
Phrase as a poly nominative lingual unit. The correlation of the phrase and the
word, of the phrase and the sentence. The problem of the phrase definition.
Notional and functional phrases . Free and set phrases. Syntagmatic relations
between the members of notional phrases: equipotent (equal) and dominational
relations. Equipotent consecutive and equipotent cumulative phrases. Syndetic
and asyndetic equipotent phrases. Dominational consecutive (subordinative
proper) and dominational cumulative phrases. The kernel and the adjunct of a
dominational phrase. The classification of dominational phrases according to the
part of speech, functional and positional criteria. Agreement, government,
adjoining and enclosure as the modes of dominational relations realization.
Simple and complex dominational phrases; the hierarchy of dependances in
dominational phrases. The problem of bilateral dominal relations in the
predicative combinations of a subject and a predicate. Bilateral domination in the
cases of secondary (incomplete) predication. Mixed coordinative-dominational
and dominational-coordinative phrases.
8. Sentence (General). Communicative types of sentences. Actual Division of the
Sentence.

Sentence as a communicative unit. Predication as a fundamental
distinguishing feature of the sentence. Nominative aspect of the sentence in
correlation with its predicative aspect. Intonational arrangement of the sentence.

The notion of a sentence pattern (its syntactic model). The correlation of the

14



sentence and the word, of the sentence and the phrase; transformation of a
sentence into a phrase (phrasalization). The notion of actual division of the
sentence (informative perspective). The components of actual division: the theme,
the rheme, the transition. The connection of the actual division of the sentence
with the logical analysis of the proposition (logical subject and logical predicate);
their connection with the subject and the predicate in the sentence. Direct
(unmarked) and inverted (marked) actual division. Actual division of the sentence
and the context. Lingual means of expressing actual division of the sentence:
phonetical (intonational), grammatical, contextual, graphic means.

9. Simple Sentense: Constituent Structure and Paradigmatic Structure.

Simple sentence as a monopredicative construction; the notion of a
predicative line. Nominative division of the sentence into semantic and syntactic
constituents. The traditional classification of notional parts: primary (subject,
predicate), secondary (object, attribute, adverbial modifier), detached (apposition,
adress, parenthesis, interjection) parts of the sentence. The notions of surface and
deep (conceptual) structures of the sentence; the classification of the “semantic
roles”. Verb as the predicative centre of the sentence. The problem of the
positional part presentation: expanded and unexpanded (elementary) sentences.
The problem of the sentence completeness: complete and incomplete (elliptical)
sentence. The classification of the sentence on the subject and predicate semantic
base: personal (definite and indefinite) and impersonal sentences, verbal (actional
and statal) and nominal (factual and perceptional) sentences. The classification of
the sentences on the base of the predicative line presentation: simple, composite
and semi-composite sentences. Sentence paradigms as the oppositions of sentence
patterns. Kernel sentence as the derivational base of sentence paradigms.
Derivational procedures (transformations): morphological changes of the words,
the use of functonal words, substitution, deletions, word-order changes,
intonational arrangement. The predicative sentence paradigms; the categories of

communicative purpose, of affirmation and negation, of realization, of
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probability, of modal identity, of subjective modality, of subject-action relations,
of subject-object relations, of phrase, of informative perspective, of emotiveness.
The series of paradigmatic steps according to the predicative functions. The
constructional sentence paradigms. Phrasalization (derivational change of a
sentence into a phrase): complete and partial nominalization, phrasalization into
complexes and participial phrases. Clausalization (derivational change of a
sentence into a clause). Matrix and inserted sentences.
10. Composite sentence as a Polypredicative Construction. Complex sentence.
Semi-Composite Sentence (Semi-Complex and Semi-Compound Sentences).
Composite sentence as a polypredicative construction. Predicative lines in
a composite sentence. Paradigmatic presentation of a composite sentence.
Subordinative polypredication (complex sentences), coordinative polypredication
(compound sentences), cumulative polypredication. Syndetic and asyndetic
connections between the clauses. Complex sentence: principal clause, subordinate
clause. Subordinative connectors: pure connectors (conjunctions) and pronominal
connectors. Asyndetic connections in complex sentences. The actual division of
complex sentences. The classification of complex sentences on the base of the
subordinate clause types. Principal nominative clauses (subject, predicative,
appositional clauses) and adverbial clauses. The classification of complex
sentences on the base of mutual dependence of the principal and subordinate
clauses: monolythic (one-member) sentences and segregative (two-member)
sentences. Parallel (homogeneous and heterogeneous) and consecutive
subordination. Semi-composite sentence as a polypredicative construction of
fused composition. Semi- complex sentence as an intermediary phenomenon
between simple and composite sentences. The fusion of predicative lines in a
semi-composite  sentence. Paradigmatic presentation of a semi-composite
sentence.The leading and the complicating parts of a semi-composite sentence;
the complicating part as a construction of semi-predication(secondary, potential

predication). Semi-complex and semi-compound sentences. The types of semi-
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complex sentences: subject-sharing and object-sharing complex sentences (the
problem of Complex Subject and Complex Object constructions) ; semi-complex
sentences with attributive complication; semi-complex sentences with adverbial
complication (the problem of Absolute constructions); semi-complex sentences
with nominal non-finite verbal complication of free type (infinitive and gerundial
constructions). The types of semi-compound sentences: semi-compound sentences
of a poly-predicate or subject-sharing type; semi-compound sentences of a poly-
subject or predicate-sharing type. The problem of correlation between composite
and semi-composite sentences.

17. Syntax of the Text.

Syntax of the text as super-major, larger syntax. Text as the sphere of
functional manifestation od all the lingual units. Monologue and dialogue texts.
Supra-sentential construction as the elementary monologue text unit. Dialogue
unity as the elementary dialogue text unit. The semantico-syntactic cohesion of
text units. The supra-sentential construction and the paragraph as the means of

compositional arrangement of the text.

3.3. [1naHbl CEMUHAPCKUX 3aHITUI
Seminar Ne 1.

Topics: Language and its grammar.
Morphemic structure of the word.

Grammatical Categories.

1. Language. The distinction between language and speech.

2. The hierarchical relations between the segmental units of different levels.
3. The three constituent parts (subsystems) of the language.

4. Syntagmatic and paradigmatic relations in grammar.

5. Diachronic and synchronic relations in grammar.
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6. Morphemic structure of the word. The definitions of the word and the
morpheme.

7. Traditional classification of the morphemes.The IC analysis of the morphemic
structure.

8. Distributional classification of the morphemes.

9. The general notion of category. Grammatical category as a system of
expressing a generalized grammatical meaning by means of paradigmatic
correlation of grammatical forms.

10. Oppositional basis of the grammatical category. The types of categories.

11. Synthetical and analytical grammatical forms.

12. Classification of grammatical categories.

OcHoOBHas nuTEpaTypa:

biiox M.A. IIpakTukyM IO TEOPETHYECKOW TI'pPaMMaTUKE AHIJIMHCKOTO SA3bIKA:
VYueb6. nmocodbue / M.A. brnox, T.H. Cemenona, C.B. Tumodeepa.- M.: Bricmias
mk., 2004.- C. 7-78.

JlonosmauTEbHAS :

1) bnox M. f. Teopernueckue OCHOBBI rpammaTukud. M.: Breicmias mkorna,
2000.- C. 4-73; 81-96.

2) bynaroB P. A. Cucrema u aHTHcHcTeMa B Hayke O si3blke // Bompocsl
A3bIKO3HaHUsA.- 1978.- Ne4.- C. 3-17.

3) bynarop P. A. Uro Takoe oOmiecTBeHHas mpupojaa s3bika? // Borpocsr
a3bIKo3HaHuA.- 1975.- Ne3.- C. 3-26.

4) Beiixman I'. A. HoBoe B aHrmuiickoii rpamMmmaTuke: Y4de0. mocoOue sl uH-
ToB U ¢ak. uHocTp. a13. - M.: OO0 «M3marenbctBo Actpenb»: OO0

«®upma UznarensctBo ACT», 2000.- 128 c.
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5) MBanoBa W.I1.Teopermueckass rpamMMaThKa COBPEMEHHOTO AaHTJIUMCKOIO
s3pika: YueOnuk / W.II. MBanoBa, B.B.bypnakosa, I'.I'.Ilouenios.- M.:
Bricmas mk., 1981.-C. 4-14.

6) Huxomnaesa T. M. Jlmaxponus wuiau 3Boonusa? // Bompockl S3pIKO3HAHMS. -
1991.- Ne2.- C. 12-17.

7) PuBmuna A. A. Meroauyeckue pPEKOMEHAALMH [0 TEOPETHYECKOM
rpaMMaTHKe aHri. si3bika. biarosemienck, 1997.-C. 3-13.

8) Blokh M. Y. A course in Theoretical English Grammar. M. Vysshaya shkola,
2000.- P. 6-37.

Seminar Ne 2.

Topics: Parts of Speech. The Adjective. The Adverb.

1. The three-criteria classification of the words into grammatical classes.

2. Syntactico-distributional classification. The combination of the syntactico-
distributional and traditional classifications.

3. Different approaches towards the question of parts of speech throughout the
history of linguistics.

4. Adjective as a part of speech. The category of comparison (synthetical and
analytical forms).

5. Grammatically relevant semantic subclasses of adjectives: qualitative, and

relative.

6. The problem of category of state words; of substantivized adjectives (full and
partial substantivation).

7. Adverb as a part of speech. Suffix — ly — the problem of its lexical and
grammatical status.

8. Grammatically relevant semantic subdivision of adverbs: qualitative,

quantitative and circumstantial. The degrees of comparison.
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OcHoBHas nuTeparypa:

binox M.A. [IpakTukyM 110 TEOPETUYECKOM I'paMMATHUKE AHIJIMKUCKOIO S3bIKA:
VY4e6. nocodue / M.A. brnox, T.H. Cemenona, C.B. Tumodeena.- M.: Briciias
k., 2004.- C. 79-108; 217-244.

JloromHuTENbHAS :

1) brox M. . Teopernueckue ocHOBHI rpammaTuku. M.: Beicmas mk., 2000.-
C. 73-81.

2) Beiixman I'. A. HoBoe B aHrmuiickoii rpamMmaTuke: Y4de0. mocoOue sl uH-
TOB U (hak. uHOCTp. 513. - M.: OO0 «M3narensctBo Actpenb»: OO0 «Pupma
UznmareasctBo ACT», 2000.- C. 5-66.

3) B3zaumoneiicTBrEe yacTeil peur B aHrIUMKiCKOM si3bike.-M3n-so: MI'Y, 1986.

4) HWBanoBa MW.I1.Teopernueckass rpaMMaThka COBPEMEHHOIO aHIJIUKWCKOTO
s3bika: YueOnuk / W.II. MBanoBa, B.B.bypnakora, I'.I'.Ilouenios.- M.:
Bricmag mik., 1981.-C. 14-19; 34-39; 87-89.

5) Ko6puna H. A., KopueeBa E. A. u np. I'pammaTuka aHTrIUHCKOTO S3bIKA.
Mopdonorusa. Cuntakcuc: Y4ed. mocodbue i CTy. MeJarorud. HHCTUTYTOB
U YHHUBEPCUTETOB MO crenuanbHocTH «MHocTpanusie s3bikn» / H.A.
KoOpuna, E.A. KopueeBa, M.1. Occosckas, K.A. I'yzeeBa.- CII6., Coro3,
1999.- C. 5; 231-241; 270-276.

6) Kyo6psikosa E. C. YHactu peun ¢ KOTHUTUBHOM TOUKH 3peHus. M., 1997.

7) PuBnmna A. A. Mertoauueckue pPEKOMEHAAIMU IO TEOPETUUYECKOM
rpaMMaTuKe aHri. sizpika. biaarosemenck, 1997.-C. 13-17; 38-42.

8) Yannon P. O HOBOM mojxojie K aHAIM3y I'PaMMAaTUYECKUX OTHOIICHHM //

Bomnpocksr s3piko3Hanus.- 1994.- Nel.- C. 18.

9) Blokh M. Y. A course in Theoretical English Grammar. M. Vysshaya shkola,
2000.- P. -37-48; 197-222.

10) Tofik L.L. and others. Readings in the theory of English Grammar.-1981. pp.

99-105.
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Seminar Ne 3.

Topics: Noun: General, Gender, Number, Case, Article Determination.

1. Noun as a notional part of speech, its formal characteristics and syntatic
functions. “Cannon ball” problem.

2. Grammatically relevant subclasses of the noun.

3. The problem of gender in English. Biological sex and gender. Gender as a
meaningful category in modern English.

4. Lexical and grammatical gender distinctions. Personal pronouns as the
gender classifiers of nouns.

5. Gender oppositions (two levels) and gender classes of nouns: personal and
impersonal (neuter) gender, feminine, masculine and common gender.
Oppositional reduction of the category (personification).

6. Formal and functional peculiarities of singular and plural forms of the nouns;
their oppositional presentation. The semantic nature of the difference for
singular and plural.

7. Relative nad absolute number. Absolute Singular (Singularia Tantum) anb
Absolute Plural (Pluralia Tantum).

8. Oppositional reduction of the category for different groups of nouns.

9. The problem of the category of case. Various approaches to the category of
case in the English Language Study: the theory of positional case; the theory
of prepositional case; limited case theory; theory of no case. Their main ideas
and critical evaluation.

10. Article as a grammatical determiner of the noun. The system of articles in

English: the definite article, the indefinite article and the zero article, their

semantic presentation.
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11. The paradigmatic presentation of the articles. Correlation of the articles with
other determiners. The problem of establishing the lexico-grammatical

status of an article and of a “noun-article” combination.

OcHoBHas nuTEpaTypa:

1) bnox M.4. [IpakTukyM 10 TE€OPETHUECKOW I'PaMMATHUKE AHTJIMICKOTO S3bIKA:
VYue6. mocobue / M.A. bnox, T.H. Cemenora, C.B. Tumodeena.- M.:
Bricmag mk., 2004.- C. 109-139.

2) KomoBa T.A. Aurnwmiickass MOpQoOJIOTHUS B COMOCTABUTEIHLHOM OCBEIIICHUM:
CYILLIECTBUTEIBHOE U €ro OKpYyKeHHe: Marepuaiibl K Kypcy JEKIUH 10

conocrasurenpbHor rpammaruke.- M.: MAKC Ilpecc, 2004.- 80 c.

JlononmHuTENbHAS:

1) Beiixman I'. A. HoBoe B aHrimiickoi rpammartuke: Yueb. mocobue st vH-
ToB U ¢ak. uHocTp. 3. - M.: OO0 «M3marenbctBo Actpenb»: OO0
«®upma UznarensctBo ACT», 2000.- C. 5-9.

2) BonkoBa E. M. AHIJ1. apTHKIIb B YCIOBUAX YCIOKHEHHOTO KOHTEKCTA.

3) UBanoBa W.I1.Teopermyeckas rpamMmaThKa COBPEMEHHOI'O AaHTIUHCKOTO
s3pika: YueOnuk / W.II. MBanoBa, B.B.bypnakosa, I'.I'.Ilouenmos.- M.:
Bricmasg mk., 1981.-C. 21-34.

4) Koopuna H. A., KopueeBa E. A. u ap. ['/paMMaruka aHTJIMHACKOTO S3bIKA.
Mopdonorusa. Cunrakcuc: VYueb. mnocobue s CTyI. [eJaroruy.
WHCTUTYTOB U YHUBEPCUTETOB 1O crieluanbHOCTU «IHOCTpaHHbBIE SI3BIKAY» /
H.A. Kobpuna, E.A. KopueeBa, M.!. Occosckas, K.A. I'yzeeBa.- CII0.,
Coro3, 1999.- C. 188-230.

5) Ky6psxona E. C. HacTu peun ¢ KOTHUTUBHOM TOYKHU 3peHus. M., 1997.

6) Jlamasau WM. 3. O 1nOposBIEHHH KaTeropum poAa y HEKOTOPBIX
CYIIIECTBUTEIBHBIX B COBPEMEHHOM aHTiuicKoM si3bike // WS- Ned.-

1988.- C.- 102-103.
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7) IlonkoBa E.M. O pooBOM JIeJICHUU aHTIMHCKUX CYIIECTBUTEIBHBIX // S3bIK
u obmienue / IToxg pen. M.A. brnoxa.- Cmonenck: «YHuepcym», 2003.- C.
30-34.

8) PuBmuna A. A. Meroauueckue peKOMEHJAUUU 10 TEOPETUYECKON

rpamMMaTHKe aHIIL. A3bika. binarosemenck, 1997.-C. 17-25.
9) Blokh M. Y. A course in Theoretical English Grammar. M. Vysshaya shkola,
2000.- P. 48-83.

Seminar Ne 4
Topics: Verb: General, Non-Finite Verbs (Verbids), Finite Verb: Introduction,

Person and Number.

1. A general outline of the verb as a part of speech.

2. Classification of verbs: notional verbs / semi-notiona verbs / functional verbs.
Grammatical subcategorization of  notional verbs: actional / statal
/processual;limitive / unlimitive. The valency of verbs: complementive /
uncomplementive verbs; transitive / intransitive verbs.

3. A general outline of the non-finite verbs: the categorial semantics, categories,

syntactic functions.

. The infinitive and its features.

. The gerund and its features. The notion of half-gerund.

. The present participle, the past participle, and their properties.

N N W B

. The category of person and number, and its interpretation.

OcHoBHas nuTeparypa:
biox M.A. IIpakTuKyM IO TEOPETHYECKOW I'PaMMaTHUKE AHTJIMHCKOTO SA3bIKA:
VY4e6. mocobue / M.A. brnox, T.H. Cemenona, C.B. Tumodeena.- M.: Briciias
k., 2004.- C. 140-168.
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JlonosmmauTENbHAS :

1) Beitxman I'. A. HoBoe B aHrimiickoil rpamMMartuke: Y4eb. mocodoue s vH-
TOB U (hak. uHOCTP. 513. - M.: OO0 «M3natenpctBO AcTpenb»: OO0 «Dupma
HznarensctBo ACT», 2000.- C. 29-64.

2) HoBuap T.FO. OcobGenHocty (QyHKIHMOHUPOBaHUSI TMEPHEKTHBIX (PopM
rJiarosia B COBp. aHIJL s3bIKE. - «BecTHUK AMI'Y».-1997.- Ne2.- C. 43.

3) UsanoBa W.I1.Teopernyeckas rpaMMaThka COBPEMEHHOI'O AaHTJIUHCKOIO
s3pika: YueOnuk / W.II. MBanoma, B.B.Bbypmakoma, I'.I'.Ilouenios.- M.:
Bricmag mik., 1981.-C. 46-51; 80-87.

4) Koopuna H. A., KopueeBa E. A. u np. 'paMmMaTuka aHIJIMACKOTO S3bIKA.
Mopddonorus. Cuntakcuc: Yue0. mocodue A CTyA. MeJarorud. HHCTUTYTOB
U YHHUBEPCUTETOB MO cheuuanbHocTH «MHocTpanHbie s3biku» / H.A.
KoOpuna, 5) E.A. Kopueera, M.1. Occosckasi, K.A. I'yzeeBa.- CII6., Coro3,
1999.- C. 6-161.

6) Kyo6psikosa E. C. Yactu peun ¢ KOTHUTUBHOM TOUKH 3peHus. M., 1997.
Paznmuune ¢uHUTHBIX W HePUHUTHBIX (OPM TIJIaroia B THUIIOJIOTHYECKOM
acniekte // BSIl.- No4.- 1998.

7) PuBnuna A. A. MeToanueckue PpEeKOMEHIAIMU 1O TEOPETUUYECKOU
rpaMMaTtuKe aHriI. s3bika. biarosemenck, 1997.-C. 25-32.

8) Blokh M. Y. A course in Theoretical English Grammar. M. Vysshaya shkola,
2000.- P. — 83-132.

9) Iofic L. L. and others. Reading un the theory of English Grammar.- 1981. pp.
66-87.- (The categories of the finite verb), pp. 87-99. (The non-final forms of
the verb).

Seminar Ne 5

Topics: Verb - Tense, Aspect, Voice, Mood.
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1. The category of tense: the basic notions connected with this category
(lexical/grammatical denotation of time; “the present moment”). Modern
conceptions of English tenses.

2. The category of aspect: the problems of the aspective characterization of the
verb; lexica aspective/grammatical aspective meanings; treatment of aspect in
Modern Linguistics;

3. The category of retrospect: the “tense view” ; the “aspect view” ; the “tense-
aspect blend view” ; the “time correlation view” ; the “retrospective
coordination view” .

4. The category of voice.

5. Language means of expressing modality. The category of mood.

OcHoOBHas nuTEpaTypa:
biiox M.A. IIpakTukyM IO TEOPETHYECKOW TI'pPaMMaTUKE AHIJIMHCKOTO SA3bIKA:
VYueb6. nmocodbue / M.A. brnox, T.H. Cemenona, C.B. Tumodeepa.- M.: Bricmias
k., 2004.- C. 167-216.

JlonosmauTEbHAS :

1) Beiixman I'. A. HoBoe B aHriuiickoil rpammaTtuke: Yue0. nmocodbue s vH-
TOB U (hak. uHOCTP. 513. - M.: OO0 «M3natenpctBO AcTpenb»: OO0 «Dupma
HznarensctBo ACT», 2000.- C. 29-64.

2) HoBrap T.FO. OcobGenHocty (QyHKIMOHUPOBaHUSI TMEPHEKTHBIX (PopM
rJiarosia B COBp. aHIJL s3bIKE. - «BecTHUK AMI'Y».-1997.- Ne2.- C. 43.

3) UBanoBa W.I1.Teopernyeckas rpaMMaThka COBPEMEHHOI'O AaHTJIUHCKOIO
s3pika: YueOnuk / W.II. WBanoBa, B.B.bypmakosa, I'.I'.IlouenioB.- M.:
Bricmag mik., 1981.-C.51-80.

4) Koopuna H. A., KopueeBa E. A. u np. I'paMmMaTuka aHIJIMKACKOTO S3bIKA.
Mopddonorus. Cunrtakcuc: Yue0. mocodue A CTyA. MeJarorud. HHCTUTYTOB

U YHHUBEPCUTETOB MO crheuuanbHocTH «MHocTpanHbie s3bikn» / H.A.
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Kobpuna, E.A. Kopueera, M.M. OccoBckas, K.A. I'yzeeBa.- CII6., Coro3,
1999.- C. 18-98.

5) Paznuuue (QUHUTHBIX W HE(QUHUTHBIX (POpPM TIjaroja B TUIOJOTHYECKOM
acriexte / BS.- Ned4.- 1998.

6) Pupmuna A. A. Meroauyeckue peKOMEHJAUMU 10 TEOPETHYECKOM
rpaMMaTHKe aHII. A3bIka. biarosemenck, 1997.-C. 32-38.

7) TypaeBa 3.5l. Kareropus BpemeHu. Bpems rpammartuueckoe u Bpems
XyJioxecTBeHHoe. M., 1979.

8) Blokh M. Y. A course in Theoretical English Grammar. M. Vysshaya shkola,
2000.- P. — 132-197.

Seminar Ne 6
Topics: Syntax of the phrase.
Sentense (general). Actual division of the sentence. Communicative types of

sentence.

1. The types of syntactic relations in phrases.

2. Sentense as a communicative lingual unit and a basic unit of syntax. The two
aspects of the sentence. The notions of predication and modality.

3. Nominative division of the sentence into semantic and syntactic constituents.
The classifications of the sentence: the classification of notional parts, the
classification of “semantic roles”, the classification on the subject-predicate
base, and the classification on the base of the predicative line presentation.

4. Actual division of the sentence.

5. The notion of the communicative type of the sentence. The problem of the
communicative types distinguishing.

6. Actual division of the sentences of different communicative types.

7. The basic communicative types of the sentences.

8. The problem of the intermediary (mixed) communicative types.
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OcHoBHas nuTeparypa:
biox M.A. IIpakTuKyM IO TEOPETHYECKOW I'PaMMaTHUKE AHTJIMHCKOTO SA3bIKA:
VY4e6. mocobue / M.A. brnox, T.H. Cemenona, C.B. Tumodeena.- M.: Briciias
k., 2004.- C. 245-308.

JlonoJIHUTENIbHAS:

1) AxmanoBa O.C., Muxkasisaa P.b. CoBpeMeHHbIE CUHTAKCUYECKUE TEOPHUH.-
M..MI'VY, 1963.

2) bapxynapos JI.C. CtpykTypa mpoCTOro ImpeajoKeHUs: COBPEMEHHOTO aHTJI.
si3bIKka. M.: Beicmast mkoia, 1980.

3) bnox M. . Teoperuueckue ocHOBBI rpammaTuku. M.: Beicimias mik., 2000.-
C.97-141.

4) Beiixman I'. A. HoBoe B aHrmiickoii rpamMmmaruke: Y4eb. mocoOue s UH-
TOB U (hak. uHocTp. 513. - M.: OO0 «M3natensctBo Actpenb»: OO0 «Dupma
HznarensctBo ACT», 2000.- C. 67-112.

5) Hoarosa O.B. CuHTakcuc Kak Hayka O IMOCTpOeHUHU peud.- M.: Beicmas
mkoia, 1980.

6) 3BerunueB B.A. IlpennoxeHne M €ro OTHOLIEHHWE K S3bIKY U pedu.-M.:
Onutopuan YPCC, 2001.

7) WBanoBa W.I1.Teoperuyeckas rpamMmaTukKa COBPEMEHHOIO AaHIIUHCKOIO
s3bika: YueOnuk / W.II. WBanoBa, B.B.bBypnakona, I'.I'.Ilouenios.- M.:
Bricmag mik., 1981.-C.100-209.

8) Koopuna H. A., KopueeBa E. A. u np. ['pamMmaTuka aHTJIMICKOTO S3bIKA.
Mopdonorusa. Cuntakcuc: Y4ebd. mocodbue i CTy. MeJarorud. HHCTUTYTOB
U YHHUBEPCUTETOB MO crenuanbHocTH «MHocTpanubie s3bikn» / H.A.
KoOpuna, E.A. KopueeBa, M.1. Occosckas, K.A. I'yzeeBa.- CII6., Coro3,
1999.- C. 295-317.
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9) Paznuune GUHUTHBIX W HE(DUHUTHBIX (OPM TJaroja B THUIOJOTUYECKOM
acniekte // BSl.- No4.- 1998.

10) PuBmuna A. A. Meroauyeckue peKOMEHJAUUM MO TEOPETUUYECKOU
rpaMMaTtuKe aHriI. s3bika. biarosemenck, 1997.-C. 42-52.

11) Tep-MunacoBa C.I'. CioBocoueraHue B HAyYHO-JTUHIBUCTHYECKOM U
IUJaKTHYeCKOM acmnekTax. M., 1981.

12) HlessikoBa B.E. CoBpeMeHHBIN aHIJI. S3BIK: MOPSAOK CIOB, aKTyalbHOE
YyjieHeHue, nHToHanuda.- M.: Hayka, 1989.

13) Blokh M. Y. A course in Theoretical English Grammar. M. Vysshaya
shkola, 2000.- P. — 222-261.

Seminar Ne 7
Topics: Simple Sentense: Constituent Structure, Paradigmatic Structure;

Composite Sentense as a Polypredicative Construction.

1. Structural classifications of simple sentences: a) one-member and two-
member sentences; different approaches to the interpretation of one-member
sentences; the notion of a predicative line; b) complete and elliptical sentence:
representation and substitution; the problems of differentiation of one-
member and elliptical sentences; c) structural classification of simple
sentences: according to the number of predicative lines, according to the type
of the subject; the notions of an elementary sentence and of an extended
sentence.

2. Sentence parts classification: a) the traditional scheme of sentence parsing;
the main sentence parts (the subject and the predicate, their types); secondary
sentence parts (attribute, object, adverbial modifier, parenthetical enclosure,
addressing enclosure, interjection enclosure); b) the model of immediate

constituents (the IC-model).
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3. Syntagmatics and paradigmatics of the sentence. Paradigmatic syntax as a
branch of linguistics. The notions of deep structure and surface structure.

4. The constructional relations of the kernel sentence. Clausalization and
phrasalization; nominalization. The predicative relations of the kernel
sentence.

5. Classification of sentences according to the number of predicative lines:
simple sentence, composite sentence, semi-composite sentence.

OcHoBHas UTEpaTYypa:

bnox M.A. [IpakTukyM IO TEOPETHYECKOM T'paMMATHUKE AHTJIMKUCKOIO S3bIKA:

VYue6. nmocodbue / M.A. brnox, T.H. Cemenona, C.B. Tumodeepa.- M.: Boicmas

k., 2004.- C. 309-357.

JlononmHuTENbHAS:

1) AxmanoBa O.C., MukasisiH P.b. CoBpeMeHHbIE CHUHTAKCUUYECKUE TEOPHH.-
M.:MTI'Y, 1963.

2) bapxynapos JI.C. CtpykTypa mNpOoCTOro MpeyioxKEHUsT COBPEMEHHOIO aHTJI.
s3p1Ka. M.: Beicias mkoia, 1980.

3) Beitxman I'. A. HoBoe B anrnumiickoil rpamMmmaruke: Y4eb. mocobue st UH-
TOB U (ak. uHocTp. 3. - M.: OO0 «M3narensctBo Actpensy»: OO0 «Dupma
HUznarensctBo ACT», 2000.- C. 67-112.

4) HonroBa O.B. CuHTakcHMC Kak HayKa O IMOCTpoeHuM peud.- M.: Beicuas
mkoua, 1980.

5) 3BerunueB B.A. IlpemioxkeHne W €ro OTHOIICHHE K SI3BIKY W peun.-M.:
Onutopuan YPCC, 2001.

6) UBanoa W.I1.TeopeTtnueckass rpaMmaTHKa COBPEMEHHOTO aHTJIMICKOIO
sa3pika: YueOnuk / W.II. MBanoBa, B.B.bypnakosa, I'.I'.Ilouenios.- M.:
Bricmas mik., 1981.-C.183-227; 267-281.

7) Koopuna H. A., KopueeBa E. A. u ap. I'pamMmaTnka aHIIMHCKOTO SI3bIKA.

Mopdonorusa. Cunrakcuc: VYued. mocobue s CTyI. TeJarorud.
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WHCTUTYTOB U YHUBEPCUTETOB MO CIieNUaIbHOCTH «HOCTpaHHbIE SI3BIKN» /
H.A. KoOpuna, E.A. KopueeBa, M.U. Occosckas, K.A. I'yzeesa.- CIIG.,
Coro3, 1999.- C. 318- 420.

8) Pupmuna A. A. Meroauueckue peKOMEHAAIMU [0 TEOPETUUYECKON
rpaMMaTHKe aHri. si3bika. biarosemnienck, 1997.-C. 52-56.

9) Blokh M. Y. A course in Theoretical English Grammar. M. Vysshaya shkola,
2000.- P. —261-295.

Seminar Ne 8

Topics: Complex Sentence, Compound Sentence, Semi- Complex Sentence,

Semi- Compound Sentence.

1. Compound sentence. Semantico-syntactic relations rendered by coordination.

2. Complex sentence. The notions of matrix sentence and insert sentence.The
main principles of classifying subordinate clauses. Monolithic and segregative
sentences. Parallel and consecutive subordination.

3. Semi-composite sentence: semantico-syntactic types.

4. The notions of linking and binding. Types of logical relations between

clauses: elaboration, extension, enhancement.

OcHoOBHas uTeparypa:
binox M.A. IIpakTukyM II0 TEOPETUYECKOM I'paMMAaTHUKE AHIJIMKHCKOIO S3bIKA:
VYueb6. nocodue / M.A. brnox, T.H. Cemenona, C.B. Tumodeera.- M.: Bricias
k., 2004.- C. 359-394.

JlonoaHUTENIbHAS:

1) AxmanoBa O.C., Muxkasisa P.b. CoBpeMeHHbIE CHHTAKCHUECKHE TEOPHUH.-

M..MI'VY, 1963.
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2) Betixman I'. A. HoBoe B aHriumiickoi rpammaTruke: Yue0. mocodue s WH-
ToB U (pak. uHoOCTp. 513. - M.: OO0 «M3narenbctBo Actpenby: OO0 «Pupma
HznarensctBo ACT», 2000.- C. 112-118.

3) HonmroBa O.B. CuHTakcuC Kak Hayka O MOCTpPOEHUU peuu.- M.: Boicuias
mkoua, 1980.

4) 3serunueB B.A. IlpennoxkeHue M €ro OTHOLIEHUE K SI3bIKY U peyu.-M.:
Onuropuan YPCC, 2001.

5) UBanoBa W.I1.Teopernueckas TpaMMaThKa COBPEMEHHOI'O AaHTJIUHCKOIO
s3pika: YueOumk / W.II. MBanoBa, B.B.bypnakopa, I'.I'.Ilouenmon.- M.:
Bricmag mk., 1981.-C. 230-238.

6) Koopuna H. A., KopueeBa E. A. u ap. I'pammaTuka aHTrIuHCKOro S3bIKA.
Mopddonorusa. Cunrtakcuc: Yued. mocobue ais CTya. Ne1arorud. HHCTUTYTOB U
YHUBEPCUTETOB 1o crnernuanbHoctu «MHoctpanusie a3piku» / H.A. KoOpuna,
E.A. Kopueea, M.1. Occogckas, K.A. I'yzeeBa.- CII6., Coro3, 1999.- C. 421-
467.

7) Pupnuna A. A. Meroauyeckue peKOMEHJAMU MO0 TEOPETHYECKOM
rpaMMaTuKe aHriI. a3bika. biarosemenck, 1997.-C. 56-63.

8) Blokh M. Y. A course in Theoretical English Grammar. M. Vysshaya shkola,
2000.- P. —295-351.

Seminar Ne 9

Topic: Sentence in the Text.

1. Text as the sphere of functional manifestation of all the lingual units.
2. Monologue and dialogue texts.
3. Supra-sentential construction and dialogue unity, their semantic unity. The

semantico-syntactic cohesion of text units.
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4. The supra-sentential construction and the paragraph as the means of
compositional arrangement of the text. Parcellation and inner cumulation of

sentences.

OcHoBHas nuTEpaTypa:
biox M.A. IIpakTukyM IO TEOPETHYECKOW I'pPaMMaTUKE AHTJIMHCKOTO SA3bIKA:
VYue6. nmocodbue / M.A. brnox, T.H. Cemenona, C.B. Tumodeepa.- M.: Bricmias
k., 2004.- C. 395-421.

JlonosmHuTENbHAS :

1) biox M.A. JluxktemMa B YpOBHEBOM CTPyKType sA3bika // Bompocsl
a3pik03HaHUsA.- 2000.- Ne4.- C.56-67.

2) Nanbniepun M.P. TekcT kak OOBEKT JIMHTBUCTUYECKOIO HCCIENOBaHUA.-M.,
1981.

3) HonroBa O.B. CuHTakcuC Kak Hayka O MOCTpoeHUH peud.- M.: Beicmias
mkoJja, 1980.

4) Mockansckas O.U. I'pammatuka Tekcra.-M., 1981.

5) Puenmuna A. A. Meroaudyeckue peKOMEHIAIMU T0 TEOPETHUYECKOU
rpamMMaTHKe aHIII. A3bIKa. biarosemenck, 1997.-C. 63-66.

6) Typaesa 3.41. JIunrsuctuka texcra.- JI., 1986.

7) Blokh M. Y. A course in Theoretical English Grammar. M. Vysshaya shkola,
2000.- P. —351-363.

3.4. Metoaudeckre peKOMEHIAIMH TI0 BBIITOJIHCHHIO KYPCOBBIX padoT

[To okoHuaHuWi0 Kypca AUCHUIUINHBI «TeopeTwdeckas rpaMmaTHKa aH-
TJIMACKOTO S3BIKA» MPEIyCMOTPEHA 3aluTa CTyJCHTaMH KYpPCOBBIX pabor. [laH-
Hasg paboTa crocoOCTBYET (POPMHUPOBAHUIO Y CTYJICHTOB HABBIKOB CaMOCTOS-
TEJIHLHOTO HAYYHOTO TBOPYECTBA, TOBBIIMIEHUIO UX TEOPETHUECKON 1 Mpodeccro-

HaJbHOM MOJIFOTOBKH, JIyUIlIEMY YCBOECHHUIO yueOHOTro Marepuana. Tema paboThl
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n30upaeTcs CTy/IeHTaMU Ha OCHOBE YTBEPKAEHHOIO MEPEUHs TeM IO y4yeOHOM
aucuuIuiMHe «Teopernueckas rpaMMaThKa aHIIIAMCKOrO si3bIKay. [IpuMepHsIit
NEPEUYCHb TEM:

1. CrtocoObl BbIpaXEHUSI KATETOPUU OTPULIAHUS B AaHTJIUHCKOM SI3bIKE.

2. IIpoTuBOpEeUnBOCTh CEMAaHTUKH coueTaHus “will + infinitive”.

3. CrocoObl BeIpaXkeHUsl (KaTeropuu) Oyayliero BpEMEHU B aHIJIMICKOM SI3bIKE.
4. JIeKCUKO-TpaMMaTHYECKUA  CTaTyC MOJAJIbHBIX IJIaroJOB B  CUCTEME
AHTJIMHACKOTO SI3bIKA.

5. Hedunurtnbie (hopMbl TIIarosia ¥ ©X MECTO B IVIATOJIBHON TTapajurMe.

6. Paznuunbie  cmocoObl  BBIPAKEHUSI KATETOPUM pojJa B  COBPEMEHHOM
AHTJIMHACKOM SI3BIKE.

7. Cii0BOCOUETaHHE KaK OCHOBA PEYENPOU3BOJICTBA.

8. ®oHOMOP(POTOrUYECKHE SIBICHUS B aHTJIMHCKOM SA3BIKE.

9. Tema-pemaTudeckasi CTpyKTypa aHIJIMHCKOTO HAyYHOT'O TEKCTA.

10. Kateropus BpeMEHHU B aHTJIMHCKOM U PYCCKOM SI3BIKaX.

11. Henuunble ¢popMBbl TJ1arojia B aHIJIMMCKOM M PYCCKOM SI3bIKAX.

12. TIpoGnema cornacoBaHMsl MOAJIEKAILIETO U CKa3yeMOTO B aHTJIMHCKOM SI3bIKE.
13. Kareropus Bua B aHIJIMICKOM U PYCCKOM SI3bIKAX.

Huxe npuBeaeHsl TpeOoBaHMs K 0)OPMIIEHUIO KYPCOBBIX paboT:

O0BEM KypcoBoi paboTel coctaBisieT 25-30 pyKOMUCHBIX CTpaHUIL OO
18-20 cTpanui] MAaIIMHONIMCHOTO TEKCTA.

Hanucanutio KypcoBoid paOOThl JTOJKHO MPEAIIECTBOBATh BHUMATEIbHOE
U3YUYEHUE CTYJIEHTAMH PEKOMEHIYEMbBIX UCTOYHUKOB. [IpH MCNOIB30BAHUM JIH-
TepaTypHBIX MAaTEPUAJIOB CCHUIKM HA UCTOYHUKH 00s3aTeNIbHBI.

KypcoBast paboTa cOCTOUT U3 CIIETYIOMNX KOMIIOHEHTOB:

a) TurynbHbI TUCT (1-51 cTpaHuIa)
0) OrnaBiieHHe WIK COJIepKaHue — TU1aH paboThI (2-as CTpaHUIIA).
Jlyig Kask10ro U3 pa3fesioB paboThl 00s3aTEIbHO YKa3bIBAIOTCS CTPAHUIIBL.

Bce paszzaenbl, kpome BBEACHUS, 3aKII0YEHUS (MJIM BBIBOJOB), CIIMCKA JTUTEPATY-
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pbl M TPWIOXKEHUS (€CTM OHO HUMEETCs) MNOJYy4yaloT MOPSAKOBBIE HOMEpA,
o0o3Hauaemble apabckumu nudpamu. Ilociae Homepa craBsaT Touky. Kaxmyro
rJIaBy MOJAPA3ENAIOT Ha maparpadsl, HOMEpa KOTOPBIX JOJIKHBI COCTOATH U3 2-
yX apabckux nudp, pa3ie’eHHbIX TOYKOW: MepBas O3HAYaeT HOMEpP COOTBET-
CTBYIOIIEH TJaBbl, BTOpas — maparpada. [locie Hee Takke CTaBSIT TOUKY.
Hanpumep: 1.3. — 310 Tpetuii naparpad nepsoii riasel. Jlonmyckaercs 00o3Ha-
4aTh MOPSAIKOBBIE HOMEpA KaKIO0TO U3 Pa3/iejIOB pUMCKUMU U pamu.

CtpykTypa paboThI ClIeTyOIIas:

BBenenne (000CHOBBIBAETCSl aKTyalbHOCTh MCCIEIOBAaHUS, CTENEHb pa3-
pabOTaHHOCTHU JAHHOW TEMBI B IUTEpaType, GopMynupyercs oObeKT U MPEeAMET
WCCIICIOBAHMS, e U 3a7a4u paboTsl). [lpu HamuuMu mpakTUYECKOW 4YacTu
bopMyupyeTcs THIoTe3a.

OcHOBHas YacTh MpEACTaBlIeHA B BUJE TJIaB, pa3/ieJICHHBIX Ha Maparpa-
¢b1. Kaxxaas yacTph TOJKHA pACKpbIBAaTh KAaKOM-IMOO0 aCleKT TEMbI, KaXabli Ma-
parpad — olMH U3 aceKTOB riaBbl. B KoHIE maparpada u riaBsl 1eaecooopas-
HO JIeNIaTh KPaTKUE BHIBO/IBI.

3axiroueHue mpescTaBiIsieT coOoi oOlIe BBIBOBI MO TEME, MOIBOASITCS
KpaTKUE UTOTU HCCIEA0BaHNUS, YKa3bIBAIOTCSI BOBMOKHOCTH MPAKTUYECKOTO UC-

M0JIb30BAHUS PE3YJIHTATOB PAOOTHI.

3.5. CamocTosTenbHas padoTa CTyI€HTOB

CamocrosTrenbHas paboTa CTYACHTOB MpEINOiaraeT CaMOCTOSTEIbHOE
W3yYCHHE BOIPOCOB TEOPETUYECKOW TpaMMaTHKH  aHTIUHCKOTO  s3BIKA,
HEKOTOpbIE AaCHeKThl KOTOPBIX YK€ ObUIM H3y4eHbl B Kypcax JIpyrux
TEOPETUYECKUX JUCHUIUIMH (TEOpeTHYecKOH (OHETUKH U  JICKCHUKOJIOTHH
aHTJIMIICKOTO SI3bIKA), a TAaKXKe TeX, KOTOpble HE MPEICTABISIIOT 3HAYUTEIbHOM

CJIOXKHOCTH AJIs1 HHANBHUAYAJIbHOT'O BOCIIPHUATHS.
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1. Morphemic structure of the word .

The word and the morpheme, their correlation in the level structure of the
language. The word as a nominative and the main morphological unit. The
morpheme as an elementary meaningful part of the word. Traditional
classification of the morphemes: positional and functional (semantic)
criteria.The root and the affixes (prefixes, suffixes, inflections). Lexical and
grammatical suffixes.The IC (immediate constituents) analysis of the morphemic
structure. Grammatical relevance of derivational affixes (paradigms of word-
building). Outer and inner inflexions.The peculiarities of grammatical suffixes in
Engish.

The “allo-emic” theory in morhology: morphs, allomorphs and morphemes.
The notions of environment and distribution in distributional analysis. The types
of distribution: contrastive, non- contrastive, complementary. Distributional
classification of morphemes: full and empty, free and bound, overt and covert,
segmental and supra-segmental, additive and replacive, continuous and
discontinuous morphemes.

2. Parts of speech.

The notion of a part of speech. Classes and subclasses of words.
Grammaticaly relevant properties of the words; criteria for differentiating the
classes of words: semantic, formal and functional criteria. Parts of speech as
traditional grammatical classes of words. Part of speech as lexico-grammatical
category. Notional and functional parts of speech in the traditional classification.

The problem of grammatical relevance of the traditional parts of speech
classification. The field theory of parts of speech. Polydifferential and
monodifferential classifications. Syntactico-distributional classification. The
combination of syntactico-distributional and the traditional classifications: three
main layers (supra-classes) of lexico-notional parts of speech (noun, verb,
adjective, adverb), substitutional parts of speech (pronouns, numerals), functional

parts of speech (article, preposition, conjunction, particle, modal word,
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interjection). Functional differences between the three layers of lexicon; their
openness and closeness. Intermediary phenomena between the three major layers.
3.The category of number.

Formal and functional peculiarities of singular and plural forms of the
nouns; their oppositional presentation. The problem of their semantics for
different groups of nouns. Relative and absolute number; Absolute
Singular(Singularia Tantum) and Absolute Plural (Pluralia Tantum).Oppositional
reduction of the category for different groups of nouns.

4. Adjective.

Adjective as a word denoting primary property. Its formal and functional
characteristics. The category of comparison. Synthetical and analytical forms of
the degree of comparison: The problem of their grammatical status. Absolute and
elative superiority. Direct and reverse comparison. Grammatically relevant
semantic subclasses of adjectives: qualitative and relative adjectives. Functional
subdivision of adjectives: evaluative and specificative . The correlation of
evaluative and specificative adjectives with qualitative and relative adjectives.
The problem of “category of state” words. Their status in relation to the other
groups of adjectives. The problem of substantivized adjectives: full and partial
substantivation (adjectivids ).

5. Adverb.

Adverb as a word denoting secondary property. Its formal and functional
characteristics. Grammatically relevant semantic subdivision of abverbs:
qualitative. quantitative, circumstantial adverbs. The problem of their subdivision
into notional and functional adverbs. Functional subdivision of adverbs into
evaluative and specificative; its correlation with the functional subdivision of
adjectives. The degrees of comparison of adverbs in their correlation with the
degrees of comparison of adjective.

6.Verbal category of voice.
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The categorial meaning of voice. The voice of transitive verbs: opposition
of active and passive forms. The problem of voice presentation of intransitive
verbs. The problem of medial voice meanings: reflexive, reciprocal and middle
voice meanings. Homonymy of the passive constructions and the predicative use
of Participle 11 with link verbs.

7. Verbal category of mood.

The categorial meaning of mood. The complexity of this category deu to
the abundance of modal meanings and the scantiness of inflexional verbal forms
in English. The correlation of direct and oblique mood forms. The types of
oblique moods: meaning and form. The problem of imperative mood. The
problem of rendering time in oblique moods-time -aspect shift.

8. Communicative types of sentences.

The notion of the communicative types of the sentence. The problem of
the communicative types distinguishing.Response as an indicator of the
communicative purpose of the sentence. Actual division of the sentence of
different communicative types. The basic communicative types of the sentence:
declarative, interrogative, imperative. The problem of the exclamatory sentence
type: exclamation as the accompanying communicative feature of the sentence.
The problem of the intermediary (mixed) communicative types. The intermediary
communicative types as the means of expressing various stylistic connotations.

9. Compound sentence.

The problem of a compound sentence as a polypredicative construction;
the semantico-syntactic difference between the compound sentence and the
sequence of independent sentences in the text. The leading and sequential clauses
of a compound sentence. Syndetic and asyndetic connections in compound
sentences. The types of coordinative connectors: pure connectors (conjunctions)
and adverbial connectors, conjunctions with modifying adverbs. Marked and

unmarked coordinative connections.
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3.6. Bonpockl Kk 3K3aMeHy

Teopernueckne BONPOCHI:

1.
2
3
4
5
6.
7
8
9

Language and its grammar.

. Morphemic structure of the word.
. Grammatical Categories.
. Parts of Speech.

. Noun, grammatically relevant groups of the noun. The category of number.

Noun, grammatically relevant groups of the noun. The category of case.

. Noun. The Category of Gender.

. Noun. The Category of Article determination of the noun.

Verb, grammatically relevant groups of the verb. Categories of person and

number.

10
11

VO

12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.

. Verb, Verbal Category of tense.

. Verb, grammatically relevant groups of the verb. Categories of aspect and
ice.

Verb. Verbal category of mood.

Adjective.

Adverb.

Syntax of the phrase.

Simple sentence, its nominative division.

Actual division of the sentence.

Paradigmatics of the sentence.

Composite sentence. Complex sentence.

Composite sentence. Compound sentence.

Semi-composite sentence. Semi-complex sentence, its types.

Semi-composite sentence. Semi-compound sentences of different types.
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23. Communicative types of sentences.

24. Syntax of the text.

[IpakTHueckue 3a1aHusA:

1. Analyze the morphological structure of the following words using the IC-
method of analysis (immediate constituents analysis), characterize each
morpheme.

2. Characterize the following categories.

3. Characterize the following grammatical forms.

4. What grammatically relevant group do the following nouns belong to?
(characterize each of the noun according to their lexico-grammatical status).

5. Identify the meaning of the genitive in the following phrases (if several
meanings are possible, suggest the appropriate context to prove it).

6. State what subclass the following verbs belong to (mind that different lexico-
semantic variants of the same verb can belong to different groups, or one
phonetical word can stand for two or more homonymes). Provide examples to
illustrate each case.

7. Characterize the following phrases (word-combinations).

8. Define what communicative type the following sentences belong to (pay
attention to the response, if any); think of your own examples of each type.

9. Take the following sentence as a kernel sentence and construct its predicative
paradigm (describe the derivational procedures involved and the change of the
predicative semantics).

10. Define the type of cumulation between the sentences in the following supra-

sentential constructions.
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3.7. Y4eOHO-MEeTOIMYECKHE MaTepHUAIIbl IO TUCITUILINHE:

OcHoBHas nuTeparypa:
1. brox M.A. [lpakTukym mo TEOPETUYECKONW TpaMMATHKE AHTJIMMCKOIO s3bIKa:
VYue6. nocodue / M.A. brox, T.H. Cemenona, C.B. TumodeeBa.- M.: Boicias 1ik.,
2004.- 471 c.
2. bnox M.A. Teopetnueckue OCHOBBI TpamMatuku. M., 2002.
3. bnox M.A. Teopernyeckasi rpaMMaTHKa aHTJIMUCKOTO si3bIKa, M., 2004.
3BerunueB B. A. IlpemioxkeHre U €ro OTHOIICHHE K S3bIKYy M pe€YU. DAUTOpHUAIL
VPCC, Mockaa, 2001.
4. KomoBa T.A. Awurnmiickas Mop(oioruss B COMNOCTaBUTEILHOM OCBEIICHUU:
CYyLIECTBUTEIBHOE M €ro OKpyXeHue: Marepuansl K Kypcy JIEKIMH 1O

conocraBurenbHOr rpammaruke.- M.: MAKC IIpecc, 2004.- 80 c.

JlonosiHUTENIbHAS JTUTEpATYpa:
1. Anexcannpoa O.B., Komoa T.A. CoBpeMEHHBIM aHIIIUNUCKUN  SI3BIK.
Mopdonorus u cuarakcuc. M., MI'Y 1998.
2. AxmanoBa O.C., Mukasnsa P.b. CoBpeMeHHBIE CHHTAaKCUYECKUE TEOPHH.
M..MI'V, 1963.
3. bapxynapos JI.C. CtpykTrypa MOpOoCTOr0 MPEAI0XKEHUS COBPEMEHHOI'O AaHIJI.
si3pika. M.: Breiciias mikoma, 1980.
4. bnox M. 4. Teoperudyeckue OCHOBBI TpamMMaTHKU. M.: Bpicmias mikoa,
2000.- 160 c.
5. box M. 4. Teopetnueckas rpaMmaTuKa aHTIIHcKOro si3bika. M., 2000.
6. bynaro P. A. Cucrema u anTucucTeMa B Hayke O s3bike.// Bompocsr
sa3bIKO3HaHUsA.- 1978.- Ned.- C. 3-17.
7. bynaroB P. A. Urto Takoe oOmiecTBeHHas mpupoaa s3bika?// Bompock

sI3bIKO3HAHU.- 1975.- Ne3.- C. 3-26.
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8. by3apos B.B. OcHOBBI cuHTaKkcuca pa3roBopHoit peuu. M., 1998.

9. Bapnaxouu JI.B. JlunrBucruka B TaOmmmax u cxemax: Ilocobme / JI.B.
10. BapnaxoBuu. — MH.: HoBoe 3nanne, 2003. — 128 c.

11. Beiixman I'. A. HoBoe m ManmousBecTHOE 00 aHIIIMHCKOM MpEIIOKEHUU //
WSAI.- 1987.- Ne6.- C. 9-13.

12. Beiixman I'. A. HoBoe u ManousBecTHOe 00 aHTJIMHUCKOM MpPEAsioKeHUU //
WS- 1991.- Ne6.- C. 36-42.

13. Beiixman I'. A. HoBoe B anrmiickoi rpaMMaruke: ¥Y4eb. mocobue 1Jisi UH-TOB
u ¢ak. uHoCcTp. s3. - M.: OO0 «M3matenbctBo Actpens»: OO0 «Dupma
HUznarensctBo ACT», 2000.- 128 c.

14. BzanmoencTBre YacTel peyu B aHITIMHUCKOM s3bIke.-M3a-Bo: MI'Y, 1986.

15. Bonkosa E. . AHI1. apTUKIIb B YCIOBHSIX YCIOXKHEHHOTO KOHTEKCTA.

16. T'opapon E.M. u KpsuioBa M.II. MoaanbHOCTh B COBPEMEHHOM AHTJIUUCKOM
sa3bike M. 1968.

17. HoBuap T.FO. Ocobennoctu (HyHKIIMOHUPOBaHUS NEPPEKTHBIX (PopM Tiarosa
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4. KpaTkuii KOHCIIEKT JeKIU

Lecture 1 «Grammar is a constituent part of language system.

Grammatical classes of words (parts of speech)»

Part 1. Grammar is a constituent part of language system.

Language is a means of forming and storing ideas as reflections of reality

and exchanging then in the process of human intercourse.
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Language is social by nature and is inseparably connected with the people
— its creators and users; it grows and develops together with the development of
society.

The system of language includes three constituent parts. These parts are:
the phonological system, the lexical system and the grammatical system.
Only the unity of these three parts forms a language, without any of them there
is no human language as such.

The first part of language (the phonological system, id est the system of
sounds of a given language) is studied by a linguistic discipline named
phonology.

The second sphere of language (the lexical system, id est whole sets of
words and stable word-groups of a language) is studies by lexicology.

The third part of language (the grammatical system, is est the system of
forms of words and rules for connecting them into phrases and sentences for the
purposes of human communication) is described by the science of grammar.

Grammar as a branch of linguistics consists of the two main parts:
morphology and syntax.

Morphology is the part of grammar, which studies grammatical forms of
separate words.

Syntax is the part of grammar, which studies units larger than one
separate word, namely phrases and sentences.

It should be noted that the terms “grammar”, “morphology” and “‘syntax”
are used in linguistics in two principal meanings:

1) they are used to denote the grammatical structure of a given language
and its two parts, i.e. the total number of rules of building word-forms
and connecting these word-forms into phrases and sentences for the
purposes of human communication;

2) they are names of the branches of linguistics that describe the

phenomena mentioned above.
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Alongside of the described division into three main parts there is another
fundamental distinction in language, namely between its two planes: the plane of
content and the plane of expression.

The plane of content comprises the meaningful or semantic aspect of
language system.

The plane of expression comprises the purely material or formal aspect of
language system.

The two planes are inseparably connected, so that no meaning can be
rendered (mepemaBath) without some formal means of expression. The
correspondence (cooTHomieHue) between the planes of content and expression is
very complex and peculiar to each language. This complexity is well illustrated
by the phenomena of polysemy, homonymy and synonymy.

In cases of polysemy and homonymy two or more units of the plane of content
correspond to one unit of the plane of expression.
Example 1: The form of the Present Indefinite Tense (one unit of the plane of
expression) polysemantically renders such grammatical meanings as:

1) habitual, repeated action

2) universal truth several units of the plane of content

3) future action

Example 2:

The morpheme —s (one unit of the plane of expression) homonymically
renders such grammatical meanings as:
1) the third person singular number of the verb two units of the plane

of

2) the plural number of the noun content
In cases of synonymy the opposite relations between the two planes occur:

two or more units of the plane of expression correspond to only one unit of the

plane of content.
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Example:
The forms of 1) Futufe Indefinite,
2) Future Continuous (several units of the plane of expression)
3)Present Continuous
(can synonymically render the meaning ‘“future action” (one unit of the

plane of content).

It may be stated that the final purpose of grammar as a linguistic
discipline is to disclose and formulate the regularities of the correspondence
between the plane of content and the plane of expression in the process of

speech making.

Part 2. Grammatical classes of word (parts of speech)

The words of language according to various formal and semantic features
are divided into grammatical groups or classes. These grammatical classes of
words are called in traditional grammar “parts of speech®. It should be noted that
the term “part of speech” is purely conventional, because words are, first of all,
elements of language as a system of signs, and not of speech whose main units
are sentences.

In modern linguistics any part of speech is identified by the combination
of the three properties:

1) meaning

2) form

3) function

By meaning of a certain part of speech we understand the generalized
semantic characteristics of all the words, which make up the given part of
speech. This generalized meaning is called the categorical meaning of a part of

speech.
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By form we mean the characteristic set of the inflectional and word-
building morphemes typical of this or that part of speech.

By function we understand the following two properties of a class of

words:

1) the power of class of words to form combinations with words of other
classes:

2) the syntactic role of words of a given class in the sentence.

On the basis of the three criteria described above all the words of a language are
divided into notional (3HamenarenbHbIi) and functional (cimysxeOnsrit). There are
six notional parts of speech in English: 1) the noun; 2) the adjective; 3) the

numeral; 4) the pronoun; 5) the verb; 6) the adverb.

With respect to the three criteria they are characterized by complete

nominative meaning and self-dependent functions in the sentence.

Parts of Criteria
speech Meaning Form Function
connections syntactic
roles
The Substance Categories: Adjectives, Subject,
noun (thingness) Number, case, verbs, object,
Suffixes: -er, -ment, | articles, predicative
-hood preposions
The Property Comparison degrees (for | Nouns, Attribute,
adjective | (qualitative | qualitative adjectives) link-verbs, predicative
and relative) | Suffixes: -ish, -ous, -less | adverbs
The Number Specific forms of | Nouns Attribute,
numeral | (cardinal composition and Subject,
(xomnu) and | derivation (for ordinal object,
ordinal) numerals) predicative
The Indication Specific sets of | Nouns, verbs | Subject,
pronoun | (yka3zanue) | grammatical and word- | etc. object,
building means Attribute,
predicative
The verb | process Categories: Nouns, Predicate
Person, number, tense, | Adverbs,
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aspect, voice, mood, | Adjectives
finitude
(3aKOHYEHHOCTH)

The Secondary Comparison degrees (for | verbs, Adverbial
adverb | property qualitative adverbs) Adjectives modifier
(cBoiictBO) | Suffixes: -ly, -wise,
-ways

Functional parts of speech possess incomplete nominative meaning and
non-self-dependent functions in the sentence: they express their meaning only in
combination with notional words. Their syntactic function consists of the
expression of different relations and connections between notional words or of
the specification of their meaning.

From the point of view of their form they are unchangeable words. The
number of these words is limited. They needn’t be identified on the basis of the
three criteria and are simply presented by the list.

There are six classes of functional words in English: the article; the
preposition; the conjunction; the particle; the modal verb; the interjection.

The article and the particle serve to express different meanings of
modification (n3menenuit) and restriction of the meaning of notional parts of
speech.

The preposition and the conjunction express different situational
relations and connections between objects and phenomena expressed by notional
words or units larger than one word.

The modal word expresses the attitude of the speaker to the situation of
reality denoted by the sentence.

The interjection indicates emotion of the speaker.

Modern principles of identification of parts of speech on the basis of the
three criteria (meaning, form and function) have been developed in linguistics
by eminent (3HamenuTthIil) scholars V.V. Vinogradov (in Russian grammar),

A.L.Smirnitsky, B.A. Ilyish (in English grammar).
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Lecture 2 «Theory of grammatical oppositions»

The most general meanings rendered by language and expressed by
systemic correlations of word-forms are called categorical grammatical
meanings (number, case, aspect, tense, voice, etc.). The grammatical category
1S a system expressing a generalized grammatical meaning by means of
paradigmatic correlations of grammatical forms.

The ordered (ynopsmouennslit) set (Kjacc, COBOKYIMHOCTb, psii) of
grammatical forms expressing a categorical meaning (function) constitutes a
paradigm. The paradigmatic correlations of grammatical forms in a category
are expressed by so-called grammatical oppositions.

The opposition is a generalized correlations of lingual forms by means of
which a certain function is expressed. The correlated elements (members) of the
opposition must possess two types of features: common features and
differential features. Common features serve as the basis of contrast, while
differential features immediately express the function in question.

Example: The common feature of the opposition “book + & — “book + s”
is the expression of grammatical number, the differential features are: “oneness”
(singularity) in the case of book + @ and more-than-oneness (plurality) in the
case of book + s.

The oppositional theory was originally formulated by a phonological
theory. In phonology three main types of oppositions were established:
privative, gradual, equipollent. By the number of members contrasted the
oppositions were divided into binary (two members) and more than binary
(Eternary, quaEternary etc.)

The most important type of opposition is the binary privative

opposition. Other types of opposition are reducible (cBogumeie) to the binary
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privative opposition. The binary privative opposition is formed by a
contrastive pair of members in which one member is characterized by the
presence of a certain differential feature (““mark’), while the other member is
characterized by the absence of this feature. The member in which the feature is
present is called the “marked” (strong, positive) member, and is designated by
the symbol “+” (plus). The member in which the feature is absent is called the
“unmarked” (weak, negative) member, and is designated (rmoka3biBaemasi) by the
symbol “-” (minus).

Example: The consonants [+b] — [-p] form the binary opposition. The
differential feature of the opposition is “voice”. This feature is present in the
marked member [+b] and is absent in the unmarked member [-p].

The gradual opposition is formed by a contrastive group of members

which are distinguished not by presents or absents of a feature, but the degree of

it. Thus in the quaternary gradual opposition [i - | - € - Q] the members are
differentiated by the degree of openness, which increases if you look at the
opposition from left to right.

The equipollent opposition is formed by a contrastive pair or group, in
which the members are distinguished by different positive features. Thus the
phonemes /k/ and /t/ form an equipollent opposition, since /k/ is a back-lingual
velar consonant and /t/ is an apical one. Unlike phonemes, morphemes are
bilateral units, therefore morphological oppositions must reflect both the plane
of expression (form) and the plane of content (meaning).

The most important type of opposition in morphology is the Ebinary
privative opposition. It is based on a morphological differential feature, which is
present in its marked member and is absent in its unmarked member. This
differential feature can also be said to mark one of the members positively and
the other member negatively. Thus in the opposition “talk - talked” the
differential feature —ED marks the form of the past tense positively (talked — is

the marked member of the opposition), and the form of the present tense — (falk
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— the unmarked member of the opposition). The meaning expressed by the
morphological feature is called the “semantic differential feature” or “seme”.

Example: In the binary privative opposition “table -tables” the marked
member “tables” expresses the seme of non-plurality, the unmarked member
“table” — the seme of non-plurality (singularity). The common feature (basis of
contrast) is the expression of grammatical number, the morphological feature is
the flexion —s.

In order to stress the negative marking (3Hak) of the unmarked member it
is designated (o6o3HagaeTcs) in “non’terms, such as “non-plural”, “non-past”,
“non-continuous”, etc. The use of non-termes is important from the point of
view of the plane of content. It serves to emphasize (Beinenuts) the fact that the
meaning of the unmarked member is more general and abstract as compared
with the meaning of the marked member of the opposition, which is more
specific and concrete. Because of this difference in meaning, the unmarked
member is used in more contexts than the marked one.

Example: The unmarked member of the tense opposition (non-past) can
express broader meanings then the direct meaning “present action”:

Tom goes to school every day (repeated action);

The train leaves in five minutes (future action);

Moscow is the capital of our country (universal truth) etc.

Equipollent oppositions in the system of English morphology constitute a
minor (HE OCHOBHOW, BTOpocTeneHHbi) type and are confined to formal
relations only. Example: the person forms of the verb BE — “am — are - is”.

Gradual oppositions in morphology are not generally recognized, they can
be identified as a minor type on the semantic level only. Example: The category
of comparison degrees — “small — smaller — the smallest”.

Both equipollent and gradual oppositions in morphology can be reduced

to binary privative oppositions.
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A grammatical category must be expressed by at least one opposition of

forms. These forms are ordered in paradigm. In various conEtextual conditions
one member of an opposition can be used instead of the other, counter-member.
This phenomenon is called “oppositional reduction” or ‘“oppositional
substitution”. Thus in the sentence The elephant lives in Africa the noun-subject
(elephant) is used in the singular, but it names the whole class of animals, not
one animal as it expresses by the form of the noun. In such cases the unmarked
member of the opposition is used instead of the marked one due to its more
general semantics. This kind of oppositional reduction is stylistically indifferent,
the general term for it being “neutralization” of oppositions.

Sometimes the marked member of the opposition is used instead of the
unmarked one in order to create a certain stylistic effect. Example: Helen is
always grumbling. By using the form of the Present Continuous instead of the
Present Indefinite commonly used in such sentences the speaker expresses his
strong disapproval of Helen’s behavior. This kind of oppositional reduction (i.e.
based on the contrast between the members of the opposition) is called

“transposition”.

Lecture 3. «Grammatical categories of the English noun: gender,
number, case and article determination»

The grammatical category of gender is strictly oppositional. It is formed
by the two oppositions related to each other on a hierarchical basis. One
opposition functions in the whole set of nouns, dividing them into person nouns
and non-person nouns. The other opposition functions in the subset of person
nouns only, dividing them into masculine nouns and feminine nouns.

Thus the first, general opposition can be referred to as upper opposition in
the category of gender, while the second, partial opposition can be referred to as
the lower opposition in this category. The oppositional structure of the category

of gender is represented in the following scheme.

52



The category of gender

(+) person nouns (-) non-person nouns
Man, boy, father, woman, girl Cat, tree, sky, freedom,
bird
(+) feminine nouns (-) masculine nouns NEUTRAL GENDER
Mother, bride Brother, son
FEMININE MASCULINE
GENDER GENDER

Symbols: “+” — the marked member of the opposition,

€€ I

- " — the unmarked member of the opposition

The upper and the lower oppositions of the category of gender are neutralized in
the plural, which is proved by their regular correlation with the same personal
pronoun: men, tables — they; boys, girls — they.

The grammatical category of number is expressed by the opposition of
the plural form of the noun to the singular form of the noun. The common
feature of this opposition is the expression of number. The form indicating
plural is the marked member of the opposition. It is marked both in the plane of
content and in the plane of expression. In the plane of content it is marked by the
seme “plurality” (““more-than-oneness™), in the plane of expression it is marked
by the linear morpheme —s, which has five allomorphs (-s, -z, -iz, -en, @) as in
the words: boys, books, boxes, oxen, deer, respectively. These allomorphs are in
complementary distribution to one another.

Note: there are few non-productive formal ways of marking the strong
member of the opposition:

* by areplacive morpheme (man-men);

* by preserving the original plural from with borrowed nouns (datum -
data)

* by using morphs which are in non-contrastive distribution to each other
(hoof — hoofs/hooves).

The unmarked member of the opposition does not express the seme of

plurality and is not characterized by the morphological differential feature —s.
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The opposition of number is reduced in the following cases:

» with the generic use of the noun (the tiger is a ferocious animal);

* with the nouns of multitude (My family are good singers);

* with uncountable nouns in the plural form for stylistic purposes (the

snows of the Arctic);

* with countable nouns in repetition groups (There were trees and trees all

around us);

* with the so-called pluralia tantum (these scissors are sharp).

The grammatical category of case is expressed in English by the opposition
of the form of the possessive (genitive) case to the form of the common case.
The basis of contrast of this opposition is the expression of “possession” in a
broad sense of the word.

The form indicating the possessive case is the marked member of the

opposition. In the plane of content it is marked by the seme “possession», in the
plane of expression it is marked by the linear morpheme °-s, which is manifested
(Beipaxaercs) in its four allomorphs (-s, -z, -iz, @) as in the forms “clerk’s,
girl’s, Max’s, Moscow” (in the phrase “Moscow streets”), respectively. These
allomorphs are said to be in complementary distribution to one another. The
unmarked member of the opposition does not express the seme of possession
and 1s not characterized by the morphological differential feature ’s.
Note. The categorical meaning of possession is understood as a vast semantic
field including various semantic differential features. In accord with these
features the following basic semantic types of the possessive (genitive) case can
be pointed out:

genitive of possessor (brother’s room);

genitive of integer - nenoe (hotel’s lobby);

genitive of agent - arenca (Peter’s insistence);

genitive of patient — manuenc (champion’s defeat)

genitive of destination — npeanasnauenue (children’s book)
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genitive of dispensed qualification (gir/’s voice)

genitive of adverbial - HapeuHslit (evening’s newspaper);

genitive of quantity (mile’s distance)
There is a tendency in modern English to reduce the case opposition in
colloquial speech. This tendency is especially pronounced in newspaper style.
E.g.: school assembly, Moscow talks etc.

The grammatical category of article determination is formed by the
article paradigm of three grammatical forms: the definite, the indefinite and the
zero articles. The category is represented by two oppositions connected with
each other hierarchically. The opposition of the higher level operates in the
whole system of articles. It contrasts the definite article with the noun against
the indefinite article and the meaningful absence of the article. The definite
article is the marked member of the opposition; it expresses the seme
“identification”. The other forms of article determination are interpreted as the
unmarked member of the opposition, because they don’t render the meaning of
identification. The opposition of the lower level operates within the article
subsystem, which forms the unmarked of the upper opposition. The common
feature of this opposition is the meaning of generalization. The marked member
of the opposition (the indefinite article plus the meaningful absence of the article
as the analogue of the indefinite article with uncountable nouns and nouns in the
plural) expresses the seme “relative generalization (classification)”. The
unmarked member of the opposition (the meaningful absence of the article with
the nouns not mentioned above) is not characterized by the seme of relative
generalization.

The meaning of this member may be defined as “absolute generalization”.
The oppositional structure of the category of article determination is represented

in the following scheme.

The category of article determination

(+) THE | (-)A(AN)/ O

55




identification Non-identification

The parrot cried The A parrot cried Milk is nourishing.

milk is hot HAAN)/O1 ()92
Relative generalization | Absolute generalization
(classification) (abstraction)

There is a man in the | Man changes nature.
room (books on the | Books are necessary for
table, water in the jug) students. Water is a
liquid.

The oppositions of article determination are reduced in cases where the
inherent value of the article is contrasted against the contrary semantic value of
the noun or the nounal collocation. Example: a best side of oneself, a bright sun,

a good deal of window (in the house) etc.

Lecture 4. «Grammatical categories of the English verb: finitude, person,
number, tense»

The English verbs discriminates the grammatical categories of finitude
(for all forms of the notional verb), person, number, tense, aspect, voice, mood
(for finite forms of the notional verb).

The grammatical category of finitude is expressed in the English
language by the opposition between the finite and nonfinite forms of the verb.
The common feature of this opposition is the expression of verbal predication in
the sentence. The semantic differential feature of the opposition is formulated as
“the expression of verbal time and mood”.

The finite form of the verb is the marked member of the opposition. It
expresses the semantic differential feature by special grammatical forms of tense
and mood, which makes it possible for a finite verb to fulfil its predicative
function in the sentence.

The non-finite forms of the verb (the infinitive, the gerund, the present
participle, the past participle) constitute the unmarked member of the opposition.
They do not express the seme “indication of verbal time and mood”, which

makes them unable to fulfil the predicative function in the sentence. Their
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function in the sentence is limited to the expression of the so-called secondary or
potential predication, forming syntactic complexes (E.g. Complex Object).

The grammatical categories of person and number are closely connected
with each other. Both the categories are different in principle from other
categories of the finite verb, because they do not convey any inherently “verbal”
meanings. The nature of both of them is purely “reflective”: they reflect the
corresponding feature of the syntactic unit expressing the subject in the
sentence.

As the morphemic expression of the two categories blends completely
(i.e. each form expresses the meanings of person and number simultaneously)
the integral categorical meanings of person and number can be expressed by the
opposition of the third person singular (present tense, indicative mood - to the
rest of verb forms (with the exception of the unique verb “be” and modal verbs).

The form indicating the third person singular is the marked member of
this opposition. In the plane of content it is marked by the double seme “the
third person, singular number”, in the plane of expression it is marked by the
linear morpheme —s, which is manifested in three allomorphs (-s,-z,-1z) standing
in complementary distribution to one another. The unmarked member of the
opposition does not express the seme of the third person, singular number and
lacks the morphological differential feature —s.

The person-number of the opposition can be reduced in the following
cases:

1) in combination of the finite verb with collective nouns (the so-called
“agreement in sense”). Example: The government were against the bill;

2) in combination of the finite verb with the subject which has an attribute
expressed by the numeral. Example: Twenty years is a long period.

3) in constructions whose subject is expressed by a coordinative group of nouns.
Example: My heart and soul belongs to this great nation.

4) in dialectal and colloquial speech. Example: I guess he don’t feel well.
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The grammatical category of tense is expressed by the oppositions in two
correlated stages. At the first stage the process receives absolute time
characteristics. It is achieved by means of opposing the form of the past tense to
the form of the present tense.

The form of the past tense is the marked member of the opposition. In the
plane of content it is marked by the seme “past tense”, in the plane of expression
it is marked by the linear morpheme —ed (for regular verbs) which is manifested
in its three allomorphs (-d, -t, -id) as in the verb-forms (killed, walked, wanted).
The allomorphs are in complementary distribution to one another.

The closed set of English irregular verbs form their past tense by replacive
morphemes (Example: take-took), by zero morphemes (put — put + @) or they
may have double ways of forming the past tense coexisting in the language. In
the latter case the morphs are in non-contrastive distribution to each other: learn
— learned/learnt.

The unmarked member of the opposition — the present (non-past tense)
does not expressed the seme of the past time and is not characterized by the
morphological differential feature —ed.

The opposition described above expresses a direct retrospective
evaluation of the time of the process, fixing the process either in the past or not
in the past. This opposition is said to express the category of “primary time”.

The opposition of the category of primary time is neutralized in the
following case: with the transpositional use of the present tense of the verb with
the past adverbials, which is known under the name of the “historic present”.

The stylistic purpose of this transposition is to create vividness in
narration by means of a sharp contrast of the meaning of the verbal present
against the general background of the past plane of the utterance content.

Example: It was a scene, which I could not get rid of for years: the lift
door opens, Mr. Dante gets out, looks at something on his left, registers alarm

and walks away briskly.
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The temporal category, which is identified at the second stage of
oppositional analysis, gives the timing of the process a prospective evaluation,
fixing it either in the future or not in the future.

This temporal category is called the category of “prospective time”. By
virtue of this category the process receives a non-absolute (relative) time
characteristics. The category of prospective time i1s expressed by opposing the
form of the future tense to the forms of non-future tenses.

The form of the future tense is the marked member of the opposition. In
the plane of content it is marked by the seme “after action” or “futurity”, in the
plane of expression it is marked by the discontinuous morpheme shall/will+©
for the present time-plane, and should/would +@ for the past time-plane.

The opposition of the category of prospective time is neutralized in the
following cases:

1) in clauses of time and condition whose verb-predicate expresses a future
action (a strictly obligatory case of neutralization). Example: If the plane
takes off on time we shall have been in Moscow by 10 o’clock.

) in using a non-future temporal form to express a future action which is to take
place according to some agreement or a plan. Example: The train arrives in
five minutes (according to the time-table)

) with modal verbs and modal word-combinations, in which the prospective
implication is in-built in their semantics. Example: There is no telling what

may happen next.

Lecture 5. «Grammatical categories of the verb: aspect, voice, mood»
The category of aspect is represented in English by the two grammatical
categories closely related to each other by their general aspective character.
They are: the aspective category of development and the category of

retrospective coordination (retrospect).
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The aspective category of development is constituted by the opposition
of the continuous form of the verb to the non-continuous (indefinite) forms of
the verb. The continuous form of the verb is the marked member of the
opposition. In the plane of content it is marked by the seme “action in progress”,
in the plane of expression it is marked by the discontinuous (auCKpeTHBIN)
morpheme “be ...ing".

The non-continuous form is the unmarked member of the opposition: it
lacks the semantic differential feature “action in process” and 1is not
characterized by the discontinuous morpheme “be ...ing”.

The opposition of the category of development is reduced in the following
cases:

1) with the unlimitive verbs when the continuity of action is rendered by means
other than the aspective.

Example: The night is wonderfully silent. The stars shine with a fierce brilliancy
— HEeBEPOATHOM SIPKOCTHIO (the continuity is represented by the situation);

2) with statal verbs (i.e. the verbs “be” and “have”, verbs of relation, physical
and mental perception) the neutralization of the development opposition is a
rule.

Example: Jane has a wonderful face. Do you understand me?,;

3) with the introductory verb supporting the participle construction of parallel
action.

Example: The man stood reading an advertisement,

4) the continuous can be used transpositionally to denote habitual, recurrent
actions in emphatic collocations.

Example: You are always being late for my classes!

5) the continuous can be used transpositionally to express anticipated
(oxxunaemoe) future action.

Example: “What is your brother like? I shall be knowing him at Oxford”, said
Val.
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The category of retrospective coordination (retrospect) is constituted
by the opposition of the perfect forms of the verb to the non-perfect (imperfect)
forms. The perfect form of the verb is the marked member of the opposition. In
the plane of content it is marked by the seme “priority of action”, in the plane of
expression it 1s marked by the discontinuous morpheme “have ..en”. This
morpheme 1s manifested in its five allomorphs, which are in complementary
distribution to one another: ‘have + /d/°, ‘have + /t/, ‘have + /id/, ‘have + en’,
‘have + @’, as in the word forms “have borrowed”, “have packed”, “have
created”, “have stolen”, “have put”. The use of the allomorph “have + /en/”
with irregular verbs is as a rule accompanied by the replacive morpheme
embedded in the root-morpheme: break — have broken.

The non-perfect (imperfect) form of the verb is the unmarked member of
the opposition: it doesn’t express the seme “priority of action”, nor is it formed
by means of the discontinuous morpheme “have ...en”.

The opposition of the category of retrospective coordination can be
neutralized in the following cases:

1) with limitive verbs.

Example: When he returned an hour later it seemed that a hurricane had
passed through the classroom;

2) in sentences which contain the adverbial word-combination “just now”.
Example: Peter bought the tickets just now;

3) in adverbial clauses of time introduced by the conjunctions before and after.
Example: He stood motionless after she disappeared,;

4) with some verbs of physical and mental perception.

Example: I forget what you have told me about. I hear you have become a
teacher.

The grammatical category of voice is expressed by the opposition of the

passive form of the verb to the active form of the verb.

61



The passive form of the verb is the marked member of the opposition. In
the plane of content it is marked by the seme “reception of the action by the
subject of the syntactic construction”, in the plane of expression it is marked by
the discontinuous morpheme “be ...en”. This morpheme manifested in its five
allomorphs which are in complementary distribution to one another: : ‘be + /d/’,
‘be + /t/, ‘be + /id/, ‘be + en’, ‘be + @, as in the word forms “be warned”, “be
booked”, ‘be trusted”, “be taken”, “be cut”.

With irregular verbs replacive morphemes may be used together with the
described morpheme: Example: speak — be spoken (of).

The non-passive (active) form of the verb is the unmarked member of the
opposition: it does not express the reception of the action by the subject of the
syntactic construction and is not characterized by the discontinuous morpheme
“be ...en”.

Note 1. The unmarked member of the opposition (the non-passive (active) form
of the verb) can sometimes have “medial” ([Emidl«]] cpemunnsiit), “reflexive”
(Bo3BparHbiit) and “reciprocal”([rIEsipr«kl] B3aumusIif) meaning.

Cf. The sentence where the subject “receives” the action expressed by the verb:

Example. The door opened easily (medial meaning).

He shaved and dressed (himself) in no time (reflexive meaning)

Tom and Ann are quarreling (with each other) in the dining-room (reciprocal
meaning)
Note 2. In the English language not only transitive (mepexonnsiif) but also
intransitive objective (oTHocsuuiics K pomonHenuto) verbs (including
prepositional ones) can be used in the passive voice.

Example: The house hasn’t been lived in for a long time.
Note 3. Nominal predicates and passive voice forms, which are structurally
identical, should be distinguished from one another on the basis of the
contextual analysis.

Cf. The status [Esteit«s] of the form “was closed” in the two sentences:
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1) The door was closed by the butler (nBopenkuii) — passive voice form;

2) The door was closed, but the window was open (nominal predicate).
In the first sentence the context, including the “by-phrase” of the doer, gives the
analyzed form the meaning of process, whereas in the second sentence the
juxtaposition (HemocpeactBeHHoe coceacTBo) of the form with the adjective
“open” turns the construction into a statal adjectival-nominal collocation.

The opposition of the category of voice can be neutralized in the
following cases:

1) in sentences with verbs of medial meaning, where the subject of the
construction is not the doer of the action, but its object.

Example: The book sells well (somebody sells the book)

2) in constructions with the infinitive, characterized my medial meaning
Example: She was delightful to look at, witty to talk to.

The category of mood is expressed in the English language by the system
of four oppositions distinguished on the three levels of linguistic analysis.

The opposition of the first level operates in the whole system of the
English verb. It contrasts all the forms of the subjunctive mood against the
verb-forms of the non-subjunctive mood (indicative) mood.

The forms of the subjunctive mood are traditionally called “the oblique
moods”: subjunctive I, subjunctive II, the conditional, the suppositional and the
imperative mood.

The forms of the subjunctive mood constitute the marked member of the
opposition. In the plane of content it is marked by the seme ‘“unreal action”, in
the plane of expression it is marked by the so-called “tense-retrospective shift”,
which is manifested in the use of verb-forms as if “shifted” to the past from the
standpoint of the indicative mood.

Cf. the sentences I am here and Oh, if [ were here!

I were there and Oh, that I had been there!
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The forms of the indicative mood make up the unmarked member of the
opposition being characterized neither by the seme “unreal action”, nor by the
tense-retrospective shift of the morphological structure.

The second level of the opposition operates within the subsystem of the
subjunctive mood. The marked member of the second level opposition is the
form of the conditional mood. It includes the verb-forms, traditionally classed
with the conditional and subjunctive II moods.

In the plane of content it is marked by the seme “conditional relations of
actions”, in the plane of expression it is marked by a special set of verb-forms.

The unmarked member of the opposition comprises the forms which are
traditionally referred to the suppositional, subjunctive 1 and the imperative
moods.

These forms express together with the general seme “desired or
hypothetical action” different attitudes of the speaker towards the process
denoted by the verb, such as “supposition, suggestion, inducement” etc. They
are united in a special class of elements under a heading “the spective mood”.
The term “spective” is derived from the Latin base of the notion “attitute”.

The third level of the linguistic description deals with the analysis of the
two oppositions each of them operating within the sets of forms constituting the
marked and the unmarked members of the previous oppositions (the conditional
and the spective moods).

The conditional mood is manifested in the opposition of the two form-
types, each of them possessing its semantic and structural differential features.

The “stipulative” conditional form-type expresses the seme ‘“‘unreal
stipulative action”. In the plane of expression it is marked by the forms which
coincide with the past indefinite and the past perfecnt of the indicative mood. In
practical grammar courses theses forms are said to belong to “subjunctive II”

mood.
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The most typical use of the stipulative conditional form-type is connected
with the expression of unreal actions 1) in predicative clauses; 2) subordinate
clauses of condition, concession comparison; 3) in the expression of urgency,
wish, introduced independently or in object clauses. Example: The sky looked
as though it had been gray for months.

[3

The “consective” conditional form-type expresses the seme “unreal
consequential action”. The seme is expressed by the discontinuous morpheme
SHOULD/WOULD + @, framing up the perfect or the imperfect infinitive. The
set of these forms is traditionally termed as “the conditional mood” which is not
accurate, because the units in question do not express the seme of condition.

The most characteristic use of the consective conditional form-type is
connected with the principal clause of the complex sentence expressing a
situation of unreal condition.

In the bulk of its uses this form-type expresses an unreal consequential
action, dependent on an unreal stipulating action.

Example: Would you really follow me if | went away?

The consective conditional form-type can also be used in independent
sentences where it expresses the consequence of some implied condition.
Example: But for that accident the thought of you would never crossed his
mind.

The spective mood 1is represented by the opposition of two form-types,
characterized by their specific structural and semantic features.

The “pure spective” form-type expresses the seme “desired of
hypothetical action”. The seme is denoted by the infinitive stem of the verb used
without the particle “to”. Example: Do as I ask you!

The analyzed form-type is extensively used both in simple sentences and in the

subordinate clauses of complex sentences. Example: It is important that

everybody be present at the meeting (object clause).
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The “modal spective” construction-type denotes the semes of wish desire.
Hope, supposition, suggestion, recommendation, inducement of different kinds
and degrees of intencity. It is identified as the functional equivalent of the pure
spective form-type.

There are three groups of constructions expressing different functional
varieties of spective semantics.

1) Group one unites the constructions having ‘“desiderative” (>kemaemoe)
meaning. These constructions are formed by the combination “may/might +
Infinitive”.

Example: May success attend you!

2) Group two includes the combination “should + Infinitive” which denoted the
“considerative” meaning

Example: He was very sorry that Philip should be disturbed.

3) Group three comprises the combination “let + objective substantive +

infinitive”, rendering the imperative meaning.
Example: Let our military forces be capable and ready!

The oppositions of the category of mood can be neutralized in the
following cases:
1) with the forms of the past indicative and past subjunctive in reported speech.
2) With fluctuating uses of the auxiliaries and of the verb “be” (was-were)
3) With the considerative and desiderative modal spectives (neutralization of
semantic contrasts)
Cf. the meanings of the verb-forms in the following sentences:

* She was overcome with fear that I should let her down. (let down —
MOKUHYTH B O€J1e)

» She was afraid that they may not meet at the station.

Lecture 6. «Grammatical category of the English adjective and adverb:

comparison degrees»
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The grammatical category of comparison degrees is potentially represented
in the whole class of English adjectives, because any adjective can fulfill
evaluative function in the sentence.

The category of comparison degrees is represented by a gradual ternary
opposition consisting of two binary oppositions united on a hierarchical principle.

The semantic basis of the opposition is “Erelative evaluation of the
quantity of a quality”. The opposition of the higher level operates in the whole
set of English adjective forms. It contrasts the superiority degrees of adjectives
to the non-superiority (positive) degree of adjectives.

The superiority degrees constitute the marked member of the opposition;
they express the seme “‘superiority of quality” and are characterized by specific
morphological differential features.

The form of the positive degree of adjectives makes up the unmarked
member of the opposition: it does not express the seme “superiority of quality”
and lacks the specific morphological differential features to express it.

The opposition of the lower level comprises the two forms of the
superiority degrees of adjectives: the comparative degree and the superlative
degree.

The marked member of this opposition (the form of the superlative
degree) expresses the seme “unrestricted superiority of quality”, denoted by the
linear morpheme —est¢ and the discontinuous morpheme most + @, which are in
complementary distribution with each other.

In the plane of expression it is also marked by the definite article.
Example: the strongest boy, the most beautiful picture etc.

The unmarked member of the opposition (the form of the comparative
degree) expresses the seme “restricted superiority of quality”, designated by the
linear morpheme —er and the discontinuous morpheme more + @, which are in
complementary distribution with each other. Example: a stronger boy, a more

beautiful picture etc.
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Note! The considered forms of superiority degrees are based on the principle of
addition of qualitative quantities and are commonly referred to as “direct ones”.
These forms may be opposed to “reverse” superiority degrees of adjectives,
which are based on the principle of subtraction (Berumranme) of qualitative
quantities.

The reverse degrees of comparison are formed by the discontinuous
morphemes less + @ and least + O. Example: This document is less important
and that one is the least important of all.

The reverse degrees of comparison are of far lesser importance than the
direct ones. They are strongly opposed and rivaled (koukypupoBarts) in speech
by the corresponding negative syntactic constructions.

Cf. This book is less interesting then that one. — This book is not so interesting
as that one.

The oppositional structure of the category of comparison degrees of

adjectives is represented in the following table.

The category of comparison degrees of adjectives
(“relative evaluation of the quantity of a quality™)
(-) the positive degreg (+) the superiority degrees
(“non-superiority of (“superiority of quality™)
quality”)
(%) (-) comparative degree (+) superlative degree
Strong, beautiful “restricted superiority of | ‘“‘unrestricted superiority of
quality” quality”
-er -est
more ...0) most ...0
strong-er the strong-est
more beautiful the most beautiful

The high-level of the opposition of the category of comparison degrees of
adjectives is neutralized in syntactic combinations with adjectives expressing

“elative” meaning, which does not imply comparison.

Example:
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1) She is the most charming lady (i.e. very charming, not the most charming of
the ladies present)
2) There is nothing more refreshing than a good swim (i.e. a good swim is very

refreshing)

The grammatical category of comparison degrees of adverbs, like that of
adjectives, potentially comprises the whole set of forms capable of fulfilling the
evaluative function in language. Thus each adverb subject to evaluational
grading by degree words expresses the category of comparison.

Example: quickly — quicker — quickest — less quickly — least quickly;

remarkable — more remarkably — most remarkably — less remarkably — least
remarkably; etc.

The oppositional structure of the category of comparison degrees of adverbs is

analogous to that of adjectives.

Lecture 7. «Syntax: basic notions»

Syntax is a part of grammar, which studies the composition (cTpykTypa)

and functioning of the sentence. The sentence is the immediate Eintegral unit of
speech built up of words according to a definite syntactic pattern and
distinguished by a contextually relevant communicative purpose.

The sentence is composed of words, but it is not a mere collection of
words. There is a profound difference between the sentence and the word,
although in some cases the sentence can be formed by one word only.

Example: Winter. Go! Yes. Naturally.

The word is an element of the word-stock and as such is a nominative unit
of language, whereas the sentence is a predicative unit of language. It means that
the sentence not only names some objects of reality with the help of its word-
constituents, but also presents these objects as making up a certain situational

event and establishes the connection between the event and the objective reality,
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showing the time of the event, its being real or unreal, desirable or undesirable,
necessary or unnecessary, etc.

There 1s another important difference between the sentence and the word.
Unlike the word, the sentence does not exit in the system of language as a ready-
made unit. It is created by the speaker in the process of communication (with the
exception of a limited number of phraseological units as such: How do you do?
See you later!)

Emphasizing this fact, linguists point out that the sentence as different
from the word, is not a unit of language proper, but a unit of speech. Being a
unit of speech the sentence is intonationally delimited (ompenensats rpaHuiibl,
pa3rpaHU4MUBaTh).

The role of intonation as a delimiting factor is especially important for
sentences, which have more than one finite verb (i.e. more than one predicative
center).

Cf. All available chairs were occupied, at least a hundred people were standing.
All available chairs were occupied. At least a hundred people were standing.

Special intonation contours, including pauses, represent the given
sentences differently: in the first case — as one compound sentence, in the second
case — as two separate sentences (though connected both logically and
syntactically). On the one hand we must take into consideration the fact, that
within each sentence, as a unit of speech, there are certain syntactic,
morphological and semantic features, which make up a model, a generalized
pattern, which is repeated in an indefinite number of actual utterances.

This pattern of the sentence enters the system of language in the capacity

of a “linguistic sentence” and as such is studied by grammatical theory.
The characteristic grammatical category expressed by the sentence is the

category of predication. This category establishes the relation of the objects

named by the sentence-parts to the actual life.
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The general category of modality also expresses the connection between
the named objects and reality. However, modality, as different from predication,
1s a broader category: it is revealed not only in the sentence-meanings, but also
in the meanings of separate nominative units of language.

Cf. the so-called “modal words” such as probably, maybe, perhaps, necessary,
etc.

Thus, predication is defined as syntactic modality, which is a fundamental
distinguishing feature of a sentence.

Proceeding from the principles worked out by the prominent Russian
scholar Academician V.V. Vinogradov, predication is defined as a syntactic
category, which is expressed by all the forms and elements of the sentence,
including, besides the forms of the finite verb, intonation, word-order, different
functional words.

Alongside of the purely verbal categories we include in the predicative
semantics of the sentence such syntactic meanings as purpose of
communication, modal probability, affirmation, negation and others, which
taken together provide for the sentence to be identified as an independent
linguistic unit.

The general semantic content of the sentence is not reduced to predicative
meanings only. In order to establish the connection between some objects and
reality, it is first necessary to name these objects. This task is effected in the
sentence with the help of its nominative means (words), which name the
elements of a situation reflected by the whole sentence.

The typical situation named by the sentence includes some action (the
Predicate), the agent of the action (the Subject), the recipient of the action (the
Object) and various conditions of the realization of the action (the Adverbial

Modifier).
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Thus the semantics of the sentence presents a unity of its two aspects — the
nominative and the predicative, while the semantics of the word is
monoaspective: it is characterized by the nominative aspect only.

The two-aspective meaningful nature of the sentence is the main feature
distinguishing the sentence from the word among the meaningful lingual units.

The words of language may form complex names, which make up parts of
sentences. These complex names are called phrases.

The phrase, like the word, is a nominative unit of language. It names a
part of a situation reflected by the sentence. Some phrases enter the vocabulary
as ready-made units and are, therefore, studied by lexicology as specific
equivalents of separate words.

Example: wild train (mmoe3n BHe pacniucanus), bring to ruin (pa3pymars)

Other phrases do not enter the vocabulary, but are created in speech on
special syntactic patterns. These phrases are called syntactic combinations and
closely studied by syntax.

Example: a shortage of paper, last night’s incident, the girl in the garden, tired
but happy etc.

Syntactic combinations hold an intermediary position between the word
and the sentence. Like the word they are purely nominative units. Like the
sentence they are freely constructed in the process of communication.

The phrase may be defined as a combination of two or more notional
words constructed on the principle of subordination.

Example: comic personality

The subordinating element of the phrase (personality) is called a headword, the
subordinated element of the phrase (comic) is called an Eadjunct
(ompenenenue).

Subordinate phrases are classified according to types of headwords. Thus
we distinguish noun-phrases (NP), verb-phrases (VP), adjective-phrases (AP),
adverb-phrases (DP).
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Alongside of the subordinate phrases it is possible to recognize coordinate
phrases, which are also complex names of phenomena.
Example: clean and tidy, day or night, quick but not careless, comings and

goings etc.

Lecture 8. «Actual division of the sentence. Communicative types of
sentences»

Part 1. Actual division of the sentence.

Alongside of the grammatical (syntactic) division of the sentence into
parts naming the basic elements of the situation reflected by the sentence as a
complex nominative unit (i.e. the Subject, the Predicate, the Object, the
Attribute, the Adverbial Modifier) there exists the so-called actual division of
the sentence, which has been recently put forward in theoretical linguistics.

The purpose of the actual division of the sentence is to reveal the
correlative significance of the sentence parts from the point of view of their
actual informative role in an utterance.

In other words, the actual division characterizes the parts of the sentence
from the point of view of the semantic contribution they make to the total
information conveyed by the sentence in the context of connected speech.

Thus the actual division of the sentence can be said to expose
(mokasbiBaTh) its informative perspective; that is why this division is also called
the “functional sentence perspective”.

The main components of the actual division of the sentence are the theme
and the rheme.

The theme expresses the starting point of communication, i.e. denotes
an object about which something is reported.

The rheme expresses the central informative part of the

communication, i.e. the communicative center of the sentence.
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The theme may or may not coincide with the subject-group of the
sentence. The rheme, in its turn, may or may not coincide with the predicate-
group of the sentence. In the following sentences the theme is expressed by the
subject, while the rheme is expressed by the predicate: Example: They bicycled
together last summer. The trees were just beginning to turn green.

Cf. the sentences in which the correlation between the nominative and the
actual division is reverse: the theme is expressed by the predicate of its part,
while the rheme is rendered by the subject.:

Example: Down the frozen river came a sledge drawn by dogs. There was a
parking area in the middle of the big square.

The actual division of the sentence is fully expressed only in a concrete
context of speech. That’s why it is sometime referred to as the “contextual”
division of the sentence.

Thus the sentence Driffield accompanied Mrs Barton Trafford to the door,
taken in isolation, presents an example of the so-called “direct” actual division:
its subject coincides with the theme and its predicate — with the rheme.

If put into a certain context, the sentence may change its direct actual
division into the “inverted” one: the subject in this case expresses the rheme and
the predicate — the theme: Is it true that Jasper Gibbons accompanied her to the
door? Nothing of the kind: Driffield accompanied Mrs Barton Trafford to the
door, not Gibbons.

The identification of the rheme is the main problem of syntactic analysis
undertaken in terms of the actual division of the sentence, since any utterance is
produced for the sake of conveying to the listener the meaningful content
expressed by the rheme.

The formal means of expressing the distinction between the theme and the
rheme of the sentence is represented by the following structural elements of

language:
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1) special word-order patterns (inversion) Example: On his right was a
small public park with a fountain and a bandstand.

2) Special intonation contours (rhematic accent) Example: Go in. I'll tell
Ted Eyou are here!

3) Constructions with introducers Example: a) There was no real
misunderstanding between Eric and Haviland. b) It was Bosinney who
first noticed her and asked her name.

4) Syntactic patterns with contrastive complexes. Example: Providing
information, not thinking is what computers are capable of-

5) Constructions with articles and other determiners. Cf. the sentences: a)
The boy took us to the physics classroom. vs. A boy took us to the physics
classroom. b) This map will do. vs. Any map will do.

6) Constructions with intensifying particles. Example: Only I spoke to john
during the lunch hour yesterday. Even Mary could manage to do it.

The actual division of the sentence enters the predicative aspect of the

sentence. It makes up part of syntactic predication relating the nominative

content of the sentence to reality and thereby building up concrete context

out of sentence-models chosen to reflect different situations and events.

Part 2. Communicative types of sentences

The sentence 1s a communicative unit; therefore the primary classification of
sentences must be based on the communicative principle. The principle is
known in traditional grammar as the purpose of communication. In accord
with the purpose of communication traditional grammar recognizes three
cardinal sentence-types:

1) the declarative sentence;

2) the imperative sentence;

3) the interrogative sentence.
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The declarative sentence expresses a statement, either affirmative or
negative.
Example: Gann was one of the commonest names at Blackstable.

The imperative sentence expresses inducement; either affirmative or
negative. That is, it urges the listener in the form of a request or command to
perform or not perform a certain action. Example: “you mind your own
business, my girl”, said Mrs. Hudson tartly.

The interrogative sentence expresses a question, i.e. a request for
information wanted by the speaker from the listener. Example: “Well, what do
you think of our new abode?”, he asked. “It looks rich, doesn’t it?”

Alongside of the three cardinal communicative sentence-types, another
type of sentences is recognized in the theory of syntax, namely, the so-called
exclamatory sentence.

In modern linguistics it has been demonstrated that exclamatory sentences
do not possess the necessary qualities that could place them on one and the same
level with the three communicative sentence-types described above. The
property of exclamation (emotive factor) should be considered as an
accompanying feature, which can be found within the system of the three
cardinal communicative types of sentences. In other words, each of the cardinal
communicative sentence-types can be represented in the two variants: non-
exclamatory and exclamatory.

It follows from this that the complete functional-communicative
classification of sentences discriminates on the lower level of analysis between
six sentence-types forming (Bun), respectively, three groups (pairs) of cardinal

communicative quality. This classification is shown in the following table:

Functional-communicative classification of sentences

Purpose of Emotive factor
communication non-exclamatory sentences | exclamatory sentences
Declarative sentences | It was a beautiful day. What a beautiful day (it
is)!
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Imperative sentences

“Leave me here”, said

Rosie.

“Do leave me here”, said
Rosie.

Interrogative
sentences

“She was a hospital nurse”.
— “Was she?”, said the
duchess.

“She was a hospital
nurse”. — “Oh, was she?!”,
cried the duchess.

The communicative properties of sentences can further be regarded in the
light of the theory of the actual division of the sentence.

As soon as we compare the communicative-purpose aspect of the
utterance with its actual-division aspect we shall find that each communicative
sentence-type is distinguished by its specific actual-division features. These
features are revealed in the nature of the rheme as the meaningful nucleus of the
utterance.

The strictly declarative sentence immediately expresses a certain
proposition, that’s why the actual division of the declarative sentence presents
itself in the most developed and complete form.

The rheme of the declarative sentence makes up the center of some
statement as such. This can be demonstrated by a question-test revealing the
rhematic part of the utterance.

Example: My aunt gave me a generous helping of the tart. — What did my aunt
do?

This strictly imperative sentence does not express any statement or fact,
i.e. any proposition proper. It is only based on a proposition, without
formulating it directly. Namely, the proposition underlying the imperative
sentence is reversely contrasted against the content of the expressed inducement.

It i1s so because an urge to do something (i.e. affirmative inducement) is
founded on the supposition that something is not done. An urge not to do
something (i.e. negative inducement) is founded on the supposition that
something is done or may be done. Example: “Show hem into the study, Emily”,
he said (The premise: He is not in the study.)
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Thus, the rheme of the imperative utterance expresses the informative
nucleus not of the explicit proposition. But of an inducement — a wanted or
unwanted action. This is proved by the rhematic testing of imperative utterances.
Example: Settle down and do something respectable for a change! — What does
the speaker want him to do?

The actual division of the strictly interrogative sentence is uniquely
different from the actual division of both the declarative and the imperative
sentence-types.The unique quality of the interrogative actual division is
determined by the fact that the interrogative sentence expresses an inquiry about
information, which the speaker doesn’t possess. Therefore the rheme of the
interrogative sentence, as the nucleus of the inquiry, is informationally open
(gaping). Its function consists only of making the rhematic position in the
response sentence and programming the content of the rheme in accord with the
nature of the inquiry. Cf. the sentences, where the thematic part of the answer is
zeroed since it is already expressed in the question: “Well, how’s old book
getting along, Ted?”, said lord George heartily. — “Oh, all right. ['m working
away, you know”.

The vast set of constructional sentence-models, possessed by language,
includes, besides the cardinal communicative sentence-types, also intermediary
predicative constructions, distinguished by mixed communicative features.
These intermediary communicative sentence-types may be identified between all
the three cardinal communicative correlations, viz. statement-question;
statement-inducement; inducement-question. These types have grown in
language as a result of the transference of the certain characteristic features from
one communicative type of sentence to another, which helps multiply the
number of language expressive means. The set of intermediary communicative

sentence-types is given in the table:

The intermediary communicative sentence-types of English

Cardinal Declarative Imperative sentence Interrogative sentence
communicative | sentence B
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sentence-types B B

Declarative You must all help dear | You saw a good deal of
sentence Edward, you know. him in London, I

A believe?
Declarative Live and learn! -Tell me about Lord
sentence George, Rosie.

A - With pleasure.
Declarative (rhetorical Will you do something
sentence questions):  Can | very kind, boy?

A the leopard

change his spots?

Note: the intermediary communicative sentence-types are to be defined
according to the formula — “A — B”.
Example: Can the leopard change his spots? (the interrogative-declarative

sentence-type).

Lecture 9. «Simple sentence: constituent and paradigmatic structures»

Part 1. Simple sentence: constituent structure.

The basic predicative meanings of a typical English sentence are
expressed by the finite verb, which is immediately connected with the subject of
the sentence. This predicative connection is commonly referred to as the
predicative line of the sentence.

Depending on their predicative complexity sentences can be
monopredicative (i.e. with only one predicative line in them) and
polypredicative (i.e. containing more than one predicative line). Using this
distinction we define the simple sentence as a sentence in which only one
predicative line is expressed.

Example: My aunt has often spoken to me about you.

According to the given definition sentences with several predicates

referring to one and the same subject cannot be considered as simple.
Example: Lord Henry took his hat and rose.
It is evident that the cited sentence expresses two different predicative

lines, since its two predicates are separately connected with the subject.
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Sentences having one verb-predicate and more than one subject to it cannot be
considered as simple either.

Example: All candor of youth was there as well as all youth’s passionate
purity.

Thus the syntactic criterion of monopredication serves as the basic
diagnostic criterion for identifying the simple sentence in distinction to
sentences of composite structures.

The simple sentence is organized as a system of function-expressing
positions, the content of the functions being the reflection of a situational event.
The nominative parts of the simple sentence, each occupying a notional position
in it, are: subject, predicate, object, attribute, adverbial, parenthetical enclosure,
addressing enclosure. A special (semi-notional) position is occupied by an
interjectional enclosure (000C00JEHHOCTB).

The sentence-parts are arranged in a hierarchy, wherein all of them
perform some modifying role for the sentence to successfully reflect a certain
situation of reality. Thus the subject is a person-modifier of the predicate.
Example: The painter had been busy for three months.

The predicate is a process-modifier of the subject person.

Example: Dorian Grey was passing a similar experience.

The object is a substance-modifier of a processual part.
Example: Dorian Gray lifted his golden head from the pillow.

The attribute is a quality-modifier of a substantive part.
Example: It is the real Dorian Gray — that is all.

The adverbial is a quality-modifier of a processual part or the whole
sentence.

Example: Dorian Gray went over to them [languidly. (Mmennenno cmyckancs K
HUM)
The parenthetical enclosure is a detached speaker-bound modifier of any

sentence-part or the whole of the sentence.
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Example: “Of course, [ won't forget it”, cried Dorian.

The addressing enclosure (address) is a substantive modifier of the sentence as a
whole.

Example: My dear fellow, [ am so sorry.

The interjectional enclosure is a speaker-bound emotional modifier of the
sentence.

Example: Humph! Tell your Aunt Agatha about it, Harry.

The basic modifier connections of sentence-parts are represented by a
special scheme of syntactic analysis called the model of Immediate
Constituents (the IC model). The IC-model is based on dividing the whole of
the sentence into two groups: that of the subject and that of the predicate, which,
in their turn, are divided into their sub-group constituents. The IC-model
explicitly exposes the binary hierarchical principle of subordinate connections,
showing the whole structure of the sentence as made up by binary immediate
constituents.

The described IC-model has two basic versions. The first is known as the
analytical IC-diagram, the second — as the IC-derivation tree:

the analytical IC-diagram

The old gentlemen | nodded to me approvingly.
prp N-pro
A N \Y NP-ob;.
det NP VP D
NP-sub;. VP-pred.
Symbols:
S — sentence

NP-subj. — the subject noun-phrase
VP-pred. — the predicate verb-phrase
det. — the determiner

NP — the rest of the NP-suby;.

D (DP) — the adverbial
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VP — the rest of the VP-pred.

A (AP) — adjective-attribute constituent of the NP
N — noun-constituent of the NP

V (Vy) — verb-constituent of the VP

NP-obj. — object-constituent of the VP

prp. — preposition-constituent of the NP-ob.

N-pro. — pronoun-constituent of the NP-obj.

The IC-derivation tree shows the groupings of the sentence constituents by
means of branching nodes: the nodes symbolize phrase-categories as unities,
while the branches mark their division into constituents of the corresponding

sub-categorial standing:

The IC-derivation tree

7
h_ |
NP- VP -
subj. pred.
| I
] '. | |
det. N|P VT D
| | | - ohi
A N V NP-obj.
prr_ N-‘pro
The old gentleman nodded to me  approvingly

The principle difference between the analytical IC-diagram and the IC-
derivation tree lies in the fact that the latter is used not for the analysis of ready-
made sentences, but shows how a sentence is derived (built up) from its

Immediate Constituents.
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The finite verb in the English simple sentence is the center of predication.
As such it grammatically organizes all other constituents of the sentence. That’s
why modern grammar gives special attention to the study of combinability of the
verb with other parts of the sentence. The combining power of words in relation
to other words is called their syntactic valency. The valency may be obligatory
and optional.

The obligatory valency is such as must be realized for the sake of the
grammatical completion of the construction. Thus, the subject and the object of
the sentence with a transitive verb are obligatory parts of the construction. So we
may say that the subjective and objective valencies of the transitive verb are
obligatory ones.

Cf. Dorian shook his head (the construction is complete).
Dorian shook...; ... shook his head (the construction is incomplete).

The optional valency is such which is not obligatory for the completion
of the grammatical structure of the construction. Most of the adverbial modifiers
are optional parts of the sentence.

Cf. the following sentences which are grammatically complete both with and
without the adverbial modifier: The painter shuddered in spite of himself. Vs.
the painter shuddered.

Part 2. «Simple sentence: paradigmatic structure»

Paradigmatic syntax studies the sentence from the point of view of its
oppositional and derivational status. Paradigmatics finds its expression in a
system of oppositions, which make the corresponding meaningful (functional)
categories. Syntactic oppositions are realized by correlated sentence patterns, the
observable relations between which can be described as “transformations”, i.e. as
transitions from one pattern of certain notional parts to another pattern of the same
notional parts. These transitions, being oppositional, at the same time disclose

derivational connections of sentence-patterns.
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Paradigmatic principles of investigation allowed linguists to find the initial,
basic element of syntactic derivation. This element is known under different
names: “the basic syntactic pattern”, “the structural sentence scheme”, “the
elementary sentence model”, “the base sentence”, “the kernel sentence”. The
kernel sentence is a syntactic unit serving as a “sentence root” and providing an
objective ground for identifying syntactic categorical oppositions. The pattern of
the kernel sentence is interpreted as forming the base of a paradigmatic derivation
in the corresponding sentence-pattern series.

Syntactic derivation should not be understood as an immediate change of
one sentence into another; it should be understood as paradigmatic production of
more complex pattern-constructions out of kernel pattern-constructions as their
structural bases.

Constructional Relations of the Kernel Sentence. The derivational
procedures applied to the kernel sentence can introduce it into such a type of
derivational relations, which is called “constructional” type. The constructional
derivations affects the formation of more complex clausal constructions out of
simpler ones; in other words it is responsible for the expression of the nominative-
notional syntactic semantics of the sentence. As part of the constructional system
of syntactic paradigmatics, kernel sentence undergo derivational changes into
clauses and phrases. These transformational procedures are terms,
correspondingly, “clausalisation” and “phrasalization”. Phrasalization resulting
in a substantive phrase (noun-phrase) is called “nominalization”.

Predicative Relations of the Kernel Sentence. The predicative derivation
realizes the formation of predicatively different units without affecting the
constructional volume of the sentence base; in other words it is responsible for the
expression of the predicative syntactic semantics of the sentence.

The predicative syntactic semantics of the sentence is very intricate, but
being oppositional by nature, it can be described in terms of “lower” and “higher”

predicative functions expressed by primary sentence patterns. The lower functions

84



express the morphological categories of tenses and aspects and have the so-called
“factual” semantics. The higher functions are ‘“evaluative” because they
immediately express the relationship of the nominative content of the sentence of
the sentence to reality.

The main predicative functions expressed by syntactic categorical
oppositions can be described on the oppositional lines, e.g. “question-statement”,
“unreality - reality”, “phase of action - fact”, etc.

The notion of the “Predicative Load” of the Sentence is used to describe the
total volume of the strong members of predicative oppositions actually
represented in the analyzed sentence. So, from the point of view of the
comparative volume of the predicative meaning actually expressed, the sentence
may be predicatively may be “loaded” or unloaded. If the sentence is
predicatively unloaded, it means that is oppositional terms its predicative
semantics will be characterized as “negative”, 1.e. “weak”. If the sentence is

predicative loaded, it means that it expresses, at least, one “positive”, i.e. “strong”,

predicative meaning.

Lecture 10. «Composite sentence as a polypredicative construction. »

According to the number of the predicative lines sentences are classified
into simple, composite and semi-composite. The simple sentence is built up by
one predicative line, while the composite sentence is built up by two or more
predicative lines. As a polypredicative construction, the composite sentence,
from the referential point of view, reflects a few elementary situations as a unity.

The compound sentence is a composite sentence built on the principle of
coordination. Coordination, the same as subordination, can be expressed either
syndetically (by means of coordinative connectors) or asyndetically.

The main semantic relations between the clauses connected coordinatively
are: copulative, adversative. disjunctive, causal. consequential, resultalive.

The two simple sentences joined into one compound sentence lose their
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independent status and become coordinate clauses - parts of a composite unity.
The first clause is "leading" (the "leader" clause), the successive clauses are
"sequential". This division is essential not only from the point of view of outer
structure (clause-order), but also from the point of view of the semantico-
syntactic content: it is the sequential clause that includes the connector in its
composition, thus being turned into some kind of dependent clause, although the
type of its dependence is not subordinative.

The complex sentence is based on hypotaxis, i.e. subordination. By
subordination the principal clause positionally dominates the subordinate clause
making up with it a semantico-syntactic unity. The subordinate clause can be
joint to the principal clause either by a subordinate connector, or, with some
types of clauses, asyndetically.

Subordinate clauses can be classified on different principles: either
functional, or categorial.

In accord with functional principle, subordinate clauses are classified on
the analogy of the positional parts of the simple sentence. As a result of this
classification, subordinate clauses are classed into subject, predicative, object,
attributive, and adverbial.

The categorical classification 1s aimed at revealing the inherent
nominative properties of the subordinate clauses irrespective of their immediate
position in the sentence.

According to their integral features all subordinate clauses are divided
into four generalized types: clauses of primary nominal positions, clauses
secondary nominal positions, clauses of adverbial positions, clauses of
parenthetical positions.

Semi-composite sentence, its types. Semi-composite sentences are
sentences in which one predicative line is represented by a semi-predicative

construction. Semi-composite sentences are divided into semi-complex and
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semi-compound according to the type of relations between the semi-clause and
the main clause — subordinative and coordinative, respectively.

The semi-complex sentence is a semi-composite sentence built up on the
principle of subordination. It is derived from minimum two base sentences, one
matrix (komusi, popma) and one insert. In the process of semi-complexing, the
insert sentence is transformed into a partially depredicated construction which is
embedded in one of the syntactic positions of the matrix sentence. In the
resulting construction, the matrix sentence becomes its dominant (main) part and
the insert sentence, its subordinate semi-clause.

The semi-complex sentences fall into a number of subtypes. Their basic
division is dependent on the character of predicative fusion: this may be effected
either by the process of position-sharing (word-sharing), or by the process of
direct linear expansion.

The sentences based on position-sharing fall into those of subject-sharing
and those of object-sharing.

The sentences based on semi-predicative linear expansion fall into those
of attributive complication, adverbial complication, and nominal-phrase
complication. Each subtype is related to a definite complex sentence (pleni-
complex sentence) as its explicit structural prototype.

The semi-compound sentence is a semi-composite sentence built up on
the principle of coordination. The structure of the semi-compound sentence is
derivationally to be traced back to minimum two base sentences having an
identical element belonging to one or both of their principal syntactic positions,
i.e. either the subject, or the predicate, or both. According to the process of
semi-compounding, coordinative fusion can be either syndetic or asyndetic.
Thus, from the formal point of view, a sentence possessing coordinated notional
parts of immediately sentential reference (directly related to its predicative line)
is to be treated as semi-compound. But different structural types of syntactic

coordination even of direct sentential reference (coordinated subjects,
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predicates, objects, adverbial modifiers) display very different implications as

regards semi-compounding composition of sentences.

Lecture 11. «Syntax of the Text»

Text as a Linguistic Notion. Any text as a coherent stretch of speech is a
semantico-topical and syntactic unity. Sentences are organized in dictemes make
up textual stretches on syntactic lines according to a communicative purpose in a
particular communicative situation. As a result, a textual stretch has a unifying
topic. So, in syntactic terms a text is a strictly topical stretch of talk (a continual
succession of dictemes) centering on a common informative purpose. In the
framework of the given understanding of text, it has two main differential
features: topical (semantic) unity and semantico-syntactic cohesion.

Textual Units. The notions of “Cumuleme”, “Occurseme”, and
“Dicteme”. One can single out different types of textual stretches. Irrespective
of their specific features, all textual units are united by their common function —
they represent the text as a whole integrally expressing the textual topic.

Earlier, analyzing the structure of text linguists identified semantically
connected sentence sequences are certain syntactic formation. These formations,
unities, were given the names of “complex syntactic unity”, or “supra-phrasal
unity”, or “supra-sentential construction”.

Since sentences in these unities are joined by means of syntactic
cumulation, it stands to reason to call such sentence sequences “cumulemes”.

The cumuleme is essentially a constituent part of one-direction sequence
of sentences forming monologue speech. Besides one-direction sequences, i.e.
cumuleme, two-direction sequences should be recognized that essentially built
up constituent parts of dialogue speech. The component constructions-utterances
in these sequences are positioned to meet one another, hence their name

“occursemes” (of the Latin root meaning “to meet”).
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The new approach to the nature of text has been proposed by the
introduction of the notion of dicteme — the elementary topical texual unit. The
dicteme occupies the highest position in the hierarchy of segmental levels of
language. It can be expressed either by a cumuleme (a sequence of two or more
sentences), or by one single sentence placed in a topically significant position.
The dicteme, as a elementary topical textual unit, is polyfunctional. In the text it
perfumes the functions of nomination, predication, topicalization, and
stylization.

Textual categories. Topical unity and Semantico-Syntactic Cohesion
as Basic Textual Categories.

The textual categories appear and function only in the text as a language
unit of the highest rank. Textual categories reveal the cardinal and the most
general differential features of the text.

Today the list of textual categories is open: linguists name different
textual categories because they approach the text from different angles. To the
list of textual categories scholars usually refer cohesion, informativeness,
retrospection, modality, causality, implication, the author’s image, and some
others.

In spite of diversity of opinions on the question, most linguists agree that
the basic textual categories are topical unity and semantico-syntactic cohesion.
It is conditioned by the fact that the general idea of a sequence of sentences
forming a text includes these two notions. On the one hand, it presupposes a
succession of spoken or written utterances irrespective of their forming or not
forming a coherent semantic complex. On the other hand, it implies a strictly
topical stretch of talk, i.e. a continual succession of sentences centering on a
common informative purpose. It is this latter understanding of the text that is
syntactically relevant. Thus, the text can be interpreted as a lingual unity with its
two distinguishing features: first — semantic (topical) unity, second — semantico-

syntactic cohesion.
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