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PREFACE

The Study Guide is intended for third year students majoring in Linguistics. It aims
to help them understand and use the fundamental principles of Theoretical English Gram-
mar, as well as organize their self-study sessions in Theoretical Syntax of the English

Language.

This is achieved in various ways. First, the Study Guide provides an outline of the
topics discussed in lectures and those for self-study. Students are required to be able to
expand on every aspect mentioned and to illustrate it with examples. Second, the Guide
contains a variety of exercises to be done in practical classes. You will also find a list of
the theoretical aspects of the course and a list of recommended textbooks and other refer-

ence materials.



PART 1. PHRASE SYNTAX
1.1. SYNTAX AS A BRANCH OF LINGUISTICS

o Syntax as part of grammar.
o The subject matter of Syntax. Syntax deals with combinability of words, i.e. how
words are combined to make meaningful utterances, what patterns they combine on, and
what abstract grammatical meaning they express.
o The main objectives of Syntax are:

1) to study relations between words within word combinations;

2) to study the sentence as a structural unit which communicates a message in a def-

inite situation.

o The units of syntactic analysis are the sentence and the phrase. They represent different
levels of a hierarchy.

o From the constructive point of view both the sentence and the phrase are groups of ele-
ments related with each other and organised in a definite way.

o In most respects, however, the sentence and the phrase differ.

The sentence The phrase
- expresses a ‘complete thought’ - doesn't express a ‘complete
thought’
- has a nominative function —is a - has a nominative function —is a
name of a type of real life situations / |complex name of discrete objects of
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events reality or of elements of real life
situations

- has a certain intonation pattern - does not have intonation

- is a minimal communicative unit of |- is part of a communicative unit of
speech speech

- realises Predication (Modality, - doesn't realise Predication
Temporality, Personality)

PHRASE SYNTAX

The phrase as the basic unit of syntax.
Differential features of the phrase and of the sentence

o Definitions of the phrase.

o Traditionally the phase is defined as a group of two or more notional words functioning

as a whole. Besides notional words, a phrase may contain one or more function words.

o A phase is a grammatical and semantic unit.

o Differences in phrase structure show up in differences of meaning.

o A phrase has a grammatical structure as words in it are syntactically related.

One problem concerning the phrase is the absence of a universal term. Before the
20th century the word ‘phrase” was used to denote this linguistic phenomenon, however, it
was dismissed by H. Sweet who considered it too vague. There appeared new terms, such
as ‘word group’ and ‘word cluster’. Later L. Bloomfield restored the past status of
‘phrase’, and currently this term is widely used by American linguists.

Another problem is connected with the definition of the phrase. Despite the fact that
the phrase, along with the sentence, is a basic unit of syntax, there is no universally ac-
cepted definition of the phrase. Some scholars define the phrase as a combination of at

5



least two notional words which do not constitute the sentence but are syntactically con-
nected. However, the majority of Western linguists and Russian researchers Prof. B. llyish
and V. Burlakova believe that a combination of a notional word with a functional word
can be treated as a phrase as well, that is they term ‘phrase’ every combination of two or
more words, which is a grammatical unit but is not an analytical form of some word. The
problem is disputable since the role of functional words is to denote some abstract rela-
tions and they are devoid of nominative power. On the other hand, such combinations are
syntactically bound and they should belong somewhere. We shall adhere to the view sup-
ported by B. llyish and V. Burlakova.

Despite all the controversies regarding the essence and nature of the phrase, the most
adequate interpretation seems to be as follows: the phrase is any syntactically organized
group including either notional words (happy life, very nice, to ignore the comment), or
both notional and functional words (on the table, in the bag, under the tree) connected
with any of the existent types of syntactic connection. The phrase is a linear language unit
that can be either a part of the sentence, or a separate sentence thus acquiring not only
intonation coloring and corresponding phrase stress, but also communicative orientation.
Thus, the phrase can be defined as a syntactically organized group of words of any
morphological composition based on any type of syntactic connection.

The difference between the phrase and the sentence is fundamental: the phrase is a
nominative unit which fulfils the function of polynomination denoting a complex referent
(phenomenon of reality) analyzable into its component elements together with various
relations between them; the sentence is a unit of predication which, naming a certain sit-
uational event, shows the relation of the denoted event towards reality.

General characteristics of the phrase are:

1) A phrase is a means of naming some phenomena or processes, just as a word is.
As a naming unit it differs from a compound word because the number of constituents in a
word-group corresponds to the number of different denotata (a black bird - a blackbird; a
loudspeaker - a loudspeaker).

2) Each component of the word-group can undergo grammatical changes without de-
stroying the identity of the whole unit: to see a house - to see houses - saw houses (gram-
matical modifications of one phrase).

A sentence is a unit with every word having its definite form. A change in the form
of one or more words would produce a new sentence.

3) A word-group is a dependent syntactic unit; it is not a communicative unit and has
no intonation of its own. Intonation is one of the most important features of a sentence,
which distinguishes it from a phrase.

The correlation of the phrase and the sentence is a bit different from that of other
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language units. Usually, the sentence is considered a unit of the level higher than the
phrase. However, according to some scholars, e. g. Yu. S. Maslov, the phrase can be a
sentence or a part of a sentence while the sentence can be realized as a phrase, a group of
interconnected phrases and a separate word.

Types of phrases

o The two basic types of syntactic relations between words in a phrase:
coordination and subordination

Subordinative phrases
(the main type of phrase
in any language)

Coordinative phrases

- The elements are equal in their - The elements are not equal in their
status status: a head word + one or more ad-
juncts

- Are used to expand sentence compo- |- Are used to build the structure of the
nents but not to build the structure sentence
of the sentence

- Are built either - Are built either
(1) with the help of conjunctions ex-  |(1) with the help of prepositions ex-
pressing coordination (—> the relation |pressing subordination (—> the

is formally marked) dependence is formally marked)
or or
(2) without conjunctions (2) without prepositions

o The major criteria for classifying subordinative phrases:

1) the lexical grammatical class (part of speech) of the head word
—> noun phrases, verb phrases, adjective phrases, adverb phrases;

2) the degree of semantic fusion between the elements
—> free phrases and phraseological units;

3) subtypes of syntactic relations

—> variants of Subordination: Agreement, Government, Adjoinment.
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Linguists discuss different classifications of phrases, all of them having their own ad-
vantages.

The traditional classification of phrases is based on the part of speech status of the
phrase constituents, therefore noun phrases, verb phrases, adjective phrases, adverb
phrases are singled out.

Phrases can also be classified according to the nominative value of their constituents.
According to Prof. Blokh, syntagmatic groupings of notional words alone, syntagmatic
groupings of notional words with functional words, and syntagmatic groupings of func-
tional words alone should be differentiated, therefore three major types are identified: no-
tional, formative and functional.

According to the theory worked out by L. Bloomfield, phrases can be classified in-
to two groups: endocentric and exocentric. The former include phrases one or any constit-
uent part of which can function in a broader structure as the whole group.

Red flower - He gave me a red flower. He gave me a flower.
Flowers and chocolate. - He gave me flowers. He gave me chocolate.

As for exocentric structures, according to Bloomfield, none of their constituent parts
can replace the whole group in a broader structure.

He gave, to the girl.

Endocentric structures are further divided into subordinate (red flower) and coordi-
nate (flowers and chocolate). Exocentric structures are divided into predicative (He gave)
and prepositional (to the girl). Bloomfield’s classification was further developed by his
followers. It was made more detailed. Some new types of phrases were singled out. A sig-
nificant drawback of this scheme is that it is not based on a single principle applied at eve-
ry stage of the classification to all discriminated types of structures.

According to the classification based on the internal structure of phrases, two
groups can be singled out: kernel phrases and kernel-free phrases.

Kernel phrases are grammatically organized structures in which one element domi-
nates the others. This element is not subordinated to any other element within the group,
therefore it is the leading element, that is, the kernel of the given phrase (for example, a
nice place, well-known artists, absolutely positive, to run fast, to see a movie, to taste
good).

According to the direction of dependencies, that is, the position of the dominating
and subordinated elements relative of each other, all kernel phrases are divided into re-
gressive and progressive (with the left and right position of dependent elements respec-
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tively).
Further types of regressive and progressive kernel phrases can be singled out accord-
ing to what part of speech the head word belongs. The following types are differentiated:

Regressive: Progressive:
substantive (a good girl), substantive (a feeling of comfort),
adjectival (absolutely clear), adjectival (independent of

your decision),
verbal (to fully understand), verbal (to read a book),
adverbial (very quickly). prepositional (on the wall).

Kernel-free phrases are divided into dependent and independent, which are further
subdivided into one-class and hetero-class phrases and characterized by a certain type of
syntactic connection.

Three types of syntactic connections can be singled out: coordination, subordina-
tion and accumulation.

Coordination: coordinate phrases consist of two or more syntactically equivalent
units joined in a cluster which functions as a single unit. The member units can be poten-
tially joined together by means of a coordinate conjunction.

Subordination: subordinate phrases are structures in which one of the members is
syntactically the leading element of the phrase. This dominating element is called the
head-word, or the kernel, and can be expressed by different parts of speech.

Accumulation: the accumulative connection is present when no other type of syntac-
tic connection can be identified.

Cf. (to give) the boy an apple - (to give) an apple to the boy

The presence of a certain syntactic connection between the words in the phrase “the
boy an apple” can be proved by the fact that the change of order results in the change of
the form.

The accumulative connection is widely spread in attributive phrases made up by at-
tributes expressed by different parts of speech (these problematic (issues); some old (la-
dy)). The position of the elements relative to each other is fixed, they cannot exchange
their positions (*problematic these (issues); *old some (lady)).

So, according to the type of syntactic connection, the following subclasses are sin-
gled out:

1. Independent one-class phrases with
- syndetic coordination (sense and sensibility),
- asyndetic coordination (the Swiss, the Dutch, the Germans);
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2. Independent hetero-class phrases with interdependent primary predica-
tion (he runs).
3. Dependent one-class phrases with the accumulative connection (sharp green

(pencil)).
4. Dependent hetero-class phrases with
- accumulative connection (my green (pencil)),
- interdependent secondary predication ((to find) the cup broken; (she took
the box), her fingers pulling the ribbon)).

Types of syntactic relations

o Agreement is the morphologically marked variant of subordination, i.e. the dependent
element shares the morphological categories of the head word. Agreement is not very
common on the phrase level in English.

o Government in English is mostly prepositionally (syntactically) marked.

o Adjoinment is formally unmarked. The word position in a phrase and semantic corre-
lation matter. The main and most common variant of subordination in English where the

word order is fixed.

o ‘Chains’ of phrases —> more complex constructions, where one phrase is embedded in
another phase, or where multiple embedding occurs.

Syntactic relations of the phrase constituents are divided into two main types: agree-
ment and government.

Agreement takes place when the subordinate word assumes a form similar to that of
the word to which it is subordinate, that is formal correspondences are established between
parts of the phrase. The sphere of agreement in Modern English is extremely small: it is
found in the pronouns this and that, which agree in number with their head word (that
chair- those chairs).

As to the problem of agreement of the verb with the noun or pronoun denoting the
subject of the action (Jack is eating; Jack and Jenny are eating), this is a controversial
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problem. The questions is whether the verb stands, say, in the plural number because the
noun denoting the subject of the action is plural, so that the verb is in the full sense of the
word subordinate to the noun, or whether the verb expresses by its category of number the
singularity or plurality of the doer (or doers). There are some phenomena in Modern Eng-
lish which would seem to show that the verb does not always follow the noun in the cate-
gory of number. Such examples as The police have arrived too late on the one hand, and
The United States is a democracy.

Government takes place when the subordinate word is used in a certain form required
by its head word, the form of the subordinate word not coinciding with the form of the
head word. The role of government in Modern English is almost as insignificant as that of
agreement. Government can be observed between the verb and its object expressed either
by a personal pronoun or by the pronoun who, the verb being the governing element (to
rely on him, to be proud of her).

Agreement and government are considered to be the main types of expressing syntac-
tic relations, however, there exist some special means of expressing syntactic relations
within a phrase. They are adjoinment and enclosure.

Adjoinment is described as absence both of agreement and of government. Combined
elements build syntactic groups without changing their forms. A typical example of ad-
joinment is a combination of an adverb with a head word (to nod silently, to act cautious-
Iy). An adverb can only be connected with its head word in this manner, since it has no
grammatical categories which would allow it to agree with another word or to be governed
by it.

While adjoinment is typical of Russian, enclosure is peculiar to Modern English. By
enclosure (3ambikanue) some element is put between the two parts of another constituent
of a phrase. It is, as it were, enclosed between two parts of another element.

The most widely used type of enclosure is use of an attribute between the article (de-
terminer) and the head-noun (a pretty face, your perfect man, one good essay). Many
words other than adjectives and nouns can be found in that position. The then president —
here the adverb then, being enclosed between the article and the noun it belongs to, is in
this way shown to be an attribute to the noun. In the phrase a go-to-devil expression the
phrase go-to-devil is enclosed between the article and the noun to which the article be-
longs, and this characterises the syntactic connections of the phrase.
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1.2. TASKS FOR PRACTICAL CLASSES

Task 1. Is it possible to change the position of the constituents in any of the phrases below
without changing the meaning of the original phrase? What changes in meaning occur?

An exciting adventure
Jogging shoes

Twenty minutes

A cake pan

William and Mary

Fish and chips

To write a letter

To bring Mary a cup of coffee
To go by bus

Task 2. Place all the phrases you can find in the sentences below in brackets. Give de-
tailed analysis of each phrase in terms of: (a) its type, (b) the syntactic relation and the
means of its expression, and (c) its constituents’ status (e.g. the head and the adjunct).

1. Heissuch a sweet boy. He came to my wedding and he looked so handsome.

2. | also told him the story of my life.

3. Wisteria branches eventually grow to tree-size width and are meant for the sturdi-
est pergolas and arbors.

4. David Garrow, a scholar who won a Pulitzer for his biography of King, was skep-

tical about the whole notion of an autobiography.
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PART 2. SIMPLE SENTENCE SYNTAX

2.1. THE SENTENCE AS A LANGUAGE UNIT.

ITS FUNDAMENTAL PROPERTIES

o The sentence is a structural and semantic unity and unit which names a real life situa-

tion and communicates a definite message.

o The sentence is the primary unit of Syntax as:

1) it is the minimal communicative language unit which expresses a ‘complete
thought’, i.e. a complete description of an event or state of affairs;

2) its basic function is the communicative one (while the major function of all the other
language units — phonemes, morphemes, words and phrases — is structural, i.e. to
build a sentence);

3) the whole range of language phenomena — from intonation patterns to semantics
and pragmatics — can be realised on the sentence level.

o The sentence vs. the utterance = the potential language unit vs. the actualised speech
unit.

o The sentence is the most complex language unit that consists of a number of elements
connected by different types of syntactic and semantic relations. It can be studied in a
number of aspects, the most important of which are the following three — structural (form),
semantic/nominative (meaning) and pragmatic/communicative (function). Sentence classi-

fication can be performed in each of these three aspects.
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The notion of sentence. The sentence as a language unit

Complexity of the sentence makes it difficult to work out its adequate definition. The
sentence is a central syntactic construction. It is a minimal unit of speech communication.

The difference between the phrase and the sentence is fundamental: the phrase is a
nominative unit which fulfils the function of polynomination denoting a complex referent
(phenomenon of reality) analyzable into its component elements together with various
relations between them; the sentence is a unit of predication which, naming a certain situa-
tional event, shows the relation of the denoted event towards reality. Predication estab-
lishes the relation of the named phenomena to actual life. The general semantic category
of modality is also defined by linguists as exposing the connection between the named
objects and surrounding reality. However, modality, as different from predication, is not
specifically confined to the sentence; this is a broader category revealed both in the
grammatical elements of language and its lexical, purely nominative elements.

An important structural feature of the sentence is its entirety, that is, no word of the
given sentence can be the head or a dependent element relative to words that stand outside
this sentence.

So, the sentence can be defined as an immediate integral unit used in speech
communication, built up of words according to a definite syntactic pattern and char-
acterized by predication. It possesses the following properties:

1. The sentence as a linguistic expression of extralinguistic reality must be actual-
ized. Actualization of the sentence content makes predicativity an inseparable property of
every sentence.

2. The sentence, just like any other meaningful language unit, has a form. Every
sentence has an intonation pattern.

3. The sentence occupies the highest hierarchical position relative to other structural
language units since the final purpose of all structural language units is to build sentences.
Unlike the sentence, the text does not have accurate and unambiguous structural character-
istics. There are no universal structural schemes of the text. None of semantico-stractural
means used to join sentences is specific to the text. Therefore, the text cannot be consid-
ered a structural language unit.
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THE SIMPLE SENTENCE IN THE STRUCTURAL ASPECT

o Each simple sentence/clause is built on a pattern which names one of the typical situa-
tions of real life.

o —> 1. It consists of a set of sentence constituents (parts/elements) which in speech can
be represented by either one word form or by a phrase.

o —> 2. Sentence constituents are connected both semantically and syntactically.

Classifications of simple sentences

Sentences can be classified according to their structural, semantic and pragmatic
properties. In this chapter we will deal with structural classifications.

One traditional scheme for classifying English sentences is by the number and
types of finite clauses: sentences are divided into simple and composite, the latter con-
sisting of two or more clauses. Composite sentences will be the subject of one of the
next chapters, and here we will focus on classifications of simple sentences.

Simple sentences are usually classified into one-member and two-member sentenc-
es. This distinction is based on a difference in the main parts of a sentence. One-member
sentences do not contain two separate parts; in these sentences there is only one main part.
(e.g. Silence! Come here!) Such sentences contain neither the subject nor the predicate.
Instead there is only one main part. It is a disputed point whether the main part of such a
sentence should, or should not, be termed subject in some cases, and predicate in others.
As it was pointed out by academician V. Vinogradov, grammatical subject and grammati-
cal predicate are correlative notions and the terms are meaningless outside their relation to
each other. He suggested that for one-member sentences, the term ‘main part’ should be
used, without giving it any more specific name.

Prof. Blokh, however, does not accept this approach because, in his view, it is based
on an inadequate presupposition that in the system of language there is a strictly defined,
“absolute” demarcation line between the two types of constructions. Instead he suggests
that all simple sentences of English be divided into two-axis constructions and one-axis
constructions. In a two-axis sentence, the subject axis and the predicate axis are directly
and explicitly expressed in the outer structure. In a one-axis sentence only one axis or its
part is explicitly expressed, the other one being non-presented in the outer structure of the
sentence.
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However, this point of view is not widely accepted, so we shall adhere to the tradi-
tional approach. One-member sentences are further divided into:

a) nominal or “naming” sentences;
b) infinitival sentences.

Nominal sentences name a person or thing. The main member in such sentences is
expressed by a noun:

Winter. Snow.

The main member of infinitival sentences is expressed by an infinitive. Infinitival
sentences are fairly common in spoken English and literary prose. Like other units of pre-
dicative value, they can communicate not only their denotative meaning but also the con-
notative suggestions of various circumstances of their use:

To talk like that to your own mother!
To have eloped with a butler!

One-member sentences should be kept apart from two-member sentences with either
the subject or the predicate omitted, i.e. from elliptical sentences.

Ellipsis in sentence structure is a natural syntactic process in linguistic development
presented as normal practices in many, if not all, languages. In terms of traditional gram-
mar, elliptical sentences are generally identified as sentences with the subject or predicate
missing. Some grammarians hold another point of view recognising ellipsis also in sen-
tences where the secondary parts of the sentence are felt as missing. Such was A. M.
Peshkovsky’s treatment of elliptical sentences in Russian. This view was also shared by B.
llyish, L. S. Barkhudarov and D. A. Shtelling in regards to English. And this is the view
we shall adhere to in our course. So an elliptical sentence is a sentence with one or more
of its parts left out, which can be unambiguously inferred from the context. The main
sphere of elliptical sentences is dialogue:

Where are you going? — To the movies.
In terms of structure the following types of elliptical sentences are singled out:

a) omission of the subject, e.g. Hope to see you soon.
b) omission of the predicate in patterns with there is, there are, e. g.
Too many mistakes, | am afraid.
c) omission of auxiliary, copulative and other function verbs, e. g. You like it
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here?
d) omission of the subject and auxiliary verb, e. g. Hear me?
e) omission of the subject and the copula verb, e. g. Glad to see you again.

Classification of sentences according to prof. Pocheptsov

Prof. Pocheptsov suggests the following classification of sentences:

ffpednomeis

Lafiembenno Fpednonienun Kiazu -npednoncenis
FF.J______...—-—_;';"‘R_—:—..____‘___\_‘_ v—'l”-"T-_N-“—W
flaBecimbo- Bonpo-  Onma-  Jobydus Bonadiuf-  Mewdo- e = Ko
fameny- cumenn-  muelf-  menn- Horg MEMKNIE  MpHunamud -
HhiE Mpig Hbte b HuiE

| |
Johi camedE g IF Jabn Come # Jahn & Dh#  Good daoy #
John  rome
COme &

All sentences are divided into sentences proper and quasi-sentences.

Sentences proper are communications, they have the subject-predicate base and dif-
fer in the way they relate contents to reality.

Quasi-sentences are not communications; they do not have the subject-predicate
base. These are either vocatives (John), or interjectional sentences expressing emotions
(Oh), or meta-communicative sentences used to open or close a speech contact (Good
day). Quasi-sentences are granted the status of sentences just because they can substitute
for sentences in the flow of speech being characterized by separateness and acquiring in-
tonational characteristics of the sentence.

Sentences proper are further divided into declarative (John came), interrogative
(Did John come), optative (If John came) and inductive (Come).

An interrogative sentence is an inquiry of information that the author of the sentence
does not have.

A declarative sentence is a communication of information.

Both an optative and inductive sentences express the speaker’s voluntative attitude to
some event. The difference is that in the first case the desire does not get satisfied while in
the second case it is realized by means of verbal influence on the participant of the situa-
tion being the source of the corresponding action.
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SENTENCE CONSTITUENTS, THEIR SEMANTIC AND STRUCTURAL TYPES

The traditional scheme of sentence parsing

The study of the constituent structure of the sentence presupposes analysis of its
parts. The established classification of sentence parts reflects their important property —
whether or not they are involved in forming the predicative center of the sentence. Tradi-
tionally the main and the secondary parts have been singled out. Besides these two types
there is one more — elements which are said to stand outside the sentence structure. The
two generally recognized main parts are the subject and the predicate. The secondary
parts include the object, the adverbial modifier, and the attribute. Other secondary parts
are also sometimes mentioned — the apposition (its relation to the attribute is variously
interpreted), the objective predicative, and occasionally some other parts, too. However,
everything is relative, thus if we approach the problem of sentence parts from the point of
view of the structural-semantic minimum of the sentence, many objects and some adver-
bial modifiers will turn out to be as important and needed as the subject and the predicate:

She opened the door. The book is on the table.

The main sentence parts: the subject and the predicate, their types
The subject and the predicate have a unique standing in the system of sentence parts.
They form the backbone of the sentence. They are interdependent and independent of any
other sentence member while all other members can be dependent either on the subject or

on the predicate. The subject and the predicate can form a sentence on their own:

She smiles. He is running.
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o THE SUBJECT:

o denotes one of the participants of the situation which is characterized by the Predicate,
o isnormally placed before the Predicate,

e s typically expressed by a Noun or a Pronoun, and also by a Gerund, an Infinitive or a

substantivised Adjective.

o Semantic types of the Subject

The traditional approach:

1. Personal S.

2. Impersonal S.

1. Personal S 2. Impersonal S

names objects of reality —> has reference |does not name objects of reality
in objective reality —> has no reference in reality

is expressed by notional nominal words is expressed by only 1 form —
with a definite lexical meaning “dummy” it

has more or less definite individual seman-

tics:
la. Definite | 1b. General | 1c. Indefinite |a purely structural element
Personal S | Personal S | Personal S |necessary to make a correct Eng-
lish sentence
statements | general statements about
about typified situations
definite
objects of expressed by indefinite  [semantically empty, no lexical
reality pronouns: meaning
one, you they
NB: demon- | universal clichés
strative it truths
NB: Antici-
patory it
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3. Interrogative S (what, who) is specific (1) semantically (asks for info, doesn’t give

any), (2) structurally (word order, no auxiliary).

4. Negative S is specific grammatically (only 1 negation in the sentence).

A modern semantic approach:

o Semantic roles of the nouns in the position of the Subject, i.e. info about the participants
and components of the real situation:
e Agentive S names the active doer/source of the action,
e Patient S names the passive participant of the action affected by it,
e Temporal S indicates time,
e Locative S indicates place
etc.

The subject is one of the two main parts of the sentence. It denotes the thing whose
action or characteristic is expressed by the predicate. It may be expressed by different
parts of speech, the most frequent ones being a noun in the common case, a personal pro-
noun in the nominative case, a demonstrative pronoun, a substantivised adjective, a nu-
meral, an infinitive, and a gerund. It may also be expressed by a phrase.

The subject performs two main functions: categorial and relative. The categorial
function of the subject consists in naming the possessor of the predicative feature ex-
pressed by the predicate. The relative function of the subject consists in its being the orig-
inal element in the syntagmatic development of the sentence, thus constituting the predi-
cate’s left environment as opposed to its right environment.

As it has already been mentioned, the subject always goes with the predicate; there-
fore, one-member nominal sentences do not have a subject.
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o THE PREDICATE:

e gives a predicative characteristic of the Subject (i.e. one which is attributed to it
at the moment of speech),
e occupies the position after the Subject,

e isexpressed by a verb or verb group.
o The verb phrase in the predicative function is the central element in each sentence /
clause, as its valency controls the kind of elements that co-occur in the sentence (also see

below).

o Structural types of the Predicate:

1. The Simple Pr.
2. The Compound Pr.

1. The Simple Pr 2. The Compound Pr

is expressed by a 2a. The Compound Nominal Pr =
finite verb Link V + Predicative (i.e. Complement = a Nominal part
of speech: N / Adj / ProN)

2b. The Compound Verbal Pr =
a Modal / Phase verb + Non-Finite verb form

3. The Double Pr = Notional verb + a nominal word:

gives 2 semantic characteristics of the S at the same time.

The predicate denotes the action or property of the thing expressed by the subject. It
can be expressed by numerous ways. The predicate expresses the predicative feature
which characterizes the object expressed by the subject, thus it realizes the categorial
function. Being a link between the subject and the right environment of the verb, it per-
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forms the relative function.
According to morphological characteristics, four types of predicates can be singled
out:

e verbal;

e nominal;

e phraseological;
e contaminated.

The predicate can be subject to the syntactic process of complication, thus, according
to their structural characteristics, predicates can be simple and complicated.
Therefore, eight types of predicates can be identified:

e Simple verbal | took an apple.

¢ Simple nominal The coincidence was extraordinary.

e Simple phraseological He gave me a smile.

¢ Simple contaminated He sat motionless.

e Complicated verbal The girl began to cry.

e Complicated nominal He turned out to be a thief.

e Complicated phraseological You should have taken a look at the map.
e Complicated contaminated He seemed to be lying asleep.

(Mind that Prof. llyish’s idea of simple and compound nominal predicate is dif-
ferent from the traditional view. NB what he calls double predicate — Catherine’s blood
ran cold with the horrid suggestions which naturally sprang from these words. (J. Aus-
ten))
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o THE OBJECT:
e denotes a participant of the situation other than the one named by the Subject,

o is placed after a Simple Verbal Predicate expressed by a Transitive Verb,

e istypically expressed by a Noun, Pronoun, or Gerund.

o If a monotransitive verb is used, there is one object in the sentence, [1] direct Object:
v’ general semantics: names a passive participant of the situation, directly involved in or
affected by the action (semantics of ‘patient’).
v’ semantic subtypes of direct Object:
(1) the object of a physical action,
(2) the object of perception or emotion,
(3) the object which appears as a result of an action, etc.

o If a ditransitive verb is used, there are two objects in the sentence, direct Object and [2]
indirect Object:
v general semantics: names the third participant of the action, usually a person at

whom the action is directed / for whom it is performed = a ‘recipient’ / ‘interested

witness’ / ‘beneficiary’.

o The order of the direct and indirect object:

1) standard, non-emphatic: SVOiOd —> neither takes a preposition = they are preposi-
tionless,

2) reversed, with emphasis on Oi, which also changes its form by taking a preposition (to
or for): SVOdOi.prep. (prepositional indirect Object).

o Many linguists argue that Prepositional Verbs also take objects, called [3] prepositional

Objects, as:

v they are used when there is no direct object in the sentence,

v’ prepositions only mark the syntactic relation of government between the verb and the
object.
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o Summary table on types of Objects:

prepositionless Objects prepositional Objects

direct Object indirect Object | prepositional in- | prepositional Ob-

(SvOd, SV0iOd) (SvVOiod) direct Object jects (SVOprep)

(SVOdOi prep)

The complexity of the object as a sentence member makes difficult to work out an
adequate approach to describing this phenomenon. Different classifications of objects
have been proposed both by Russian and foreign scholars. The most common ones are as
follows:

1. Objects are divided into direct, indirect and prepositional.

This classification is far from perfect since the principle it is based on is not con-
sistent. Direct and indirect objects are singled out on the basis of the contents while prepo-
sitional objects are differentiated based on the formal feature (presence of preposition).
Besides, indirect and prepositional objects can overlap.

2. Objects are grouped into prepositional and non-prepositional.

The drawback of this classification is that the underlying principle is not specific
uniquely to objects.

3. Prof. Pocheptsov singles out the following types of objects:

e Object object (mononmuenue oObekra) iS a sentence member dependent on the
verb, adjective or a word of the category of state that denotes an object of action
or of quality. It can be prepositional or non-prepositional.

e  Addressee object (momosrenue aapecara) denotes a person or an object to which
some action performed by the subject (if the verb is in the Active Voice) is di-
rected.

24



| called her.
prepositional | sent a letter to her.
non-prepositional | sent her a letter.
e Subject object (momonuenue cyonekta) is used with a verb in Passive and denotes
the doer of the action expressed by the verb. It is always prepositional -
by/with N.

o THE ATTRIBUTE:

e is not a separate sentence constituent, it can only form part of another sentence
constituent — S, O, or Predicative / Complement —> it's the lowest in syntactic
rank among the sentence constituents

o functionally is used not to construct the basic pattern of the whole sentence, but to

expand other sentence constituents from within

Attribute is a dependent element of a nominative phrase that denotes an attributive
quality of an object expressed by a noun. It is a secondary part of the sentence modifying a
part of the sentence expressed by a noun, a substantival pronoun, a cardinal numeral, and
any substantivised word, and characterizing the thing named by these words as to its quali-
ty or property.

According to the position relative to the head word, attributes can be prepositive and
postpositive. The position of an attribute with respect to its head word depends partly on
the morphological peculiarities of the attribute itself, and partly on stylistic factors.

o THE APPOSITION

Apposition has been often regarded as a special kind of attribute, and sometimes as a
secondary part of a sentence distinct from an attribute. Apposition is a word or phrase re-
ferring to a part of the sentence expressed by a noun, and explaining and specifying its
meaning by giving it another name. Appositions are usually expressed by nouns.
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The major problem concerning the secondary sentence parts is caused by the fact that
characteristic features of each of the three types are not clearly defined, therefore describ-
ing a given word or phrase as an object or an attribute in some cases, or describing it as an
object or an adverbial modifier, in others, often proves to be a matter of personal opinion
or predilection.

There are some elements of the sentence which are neither its main parts, nor any of
the usual secondary ones. They are the direct address and the parenthesis.

o THE ADVERBIAL MODIFIER:

e gives information about the circumstances of the action denoted by the Predicate:
time, place, manner, degree, cause / reason, purpose, degree, etc.
e isrepresented by adverbs, adverb phrases and prepositional phrases

It is a secondary part of the sentence modifying a part of the sentence expressed by a
verb, a verbal noun, an adjective, or an adverb, and serving to characterise an action or a
property as to its quality or intensity, or to indicate the way an action is done, the time,
place, cause, purpose, or condition, with which the action or the manifestation of the qual-
ity is connected.

Adverbial modifier is characterized by mostly free distribution. It can be a constitu-
ent of any sentence. It can be a component of a structural scheme of a sentence only when
used with verbs of adverbial directivity. According to their meaning, adverbial modifiers
are subdivided into adverbial modifiers of: place and direction; time; degree; frequency;
description; manner; attending circumstances; purpose; cause; comparison; condition;
consequence; exception; concession.
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SYNTACTIC RELATIONS ON THE SENTENCE LEVEL

o A hierarchy of 3 basic types

1. Predication, which distinguishes the sentence from the phrase:

o the interrelation between the Subject and the Predicate (the predicative basis of
the sentence);

e the main sentence category, which establishes a relation between the sentence
and the real situation (the phenomenon of sentence actualisation which makes it
an utterance). The category of Predication is a combined expression of 3 sentence
categories: Temporality, Modality, Personality.

2. Subordination, which has two functions:
e to complete the sentence by introducing other sentence constituents apart from
the Subject and the Predicate (Object etc.);
e to give more info about other sentence constituents by expanding them from
within (Attributes).

3. Coordination

e homogeneous sentence constituents are formed

OBLIGATORY AND OPTIONAL SENTENCE CONSTITUENTS

1). The traditional approach:

o Only the Subject and the Predicate are obligatory sentence constituents while the others

are optional.
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o The main argument here is that no English sentence is grammatically correct and com-
plete without either the Subject (S) or the Predicate (Pr) whereas there are correct sentenc-
es without Objects (O) or Adverbials (A).

o S+ Pr form the predicative basis of the sentence, sometimes also called a clause. If ei-
ther of them is missing in speech, the utterance is elliptical.

2) Another approach takes into account not only grammatical correctness, but
also the following criteria:
o if the sentence is informatively and communicatively complete,
o if it makes sense.
(mpuHIMT HHPOPMATUBHON, KOMMYHUKATHUBHON M CMBICJIOBOM J10-

CTaTOYHOCTH).

o Not only the Subject and the Predicate but also the Object in sentences with a transitive
verb as the Pr are obligatory sentence constituents and form a clause.

o Adverbials in sentences with Verbs of certain semantic classes (e.g. with verbs of
movement or location) are also considered obligatory.

o From this point of view only some Adverbials are optional — those which give additional
details, e.g. about the circumstances or manner of the action, and can be omitted without
ruining the grammatical structure and affecting the meaning of the sentence.

BASIC PATTERNS OF THE SIMPLE SENTENCE: THEIR STRUCTURAL BA-
SIS AND NOMINATIVE SEMANTICS

o Any utterance is built on a pattern which is a structural semantic unity and unit, i.e. eve-
ry sentence pattern has both its specific, individual meaning (nominative semantics) and

form (structural basis).
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o Nominative semantics:
o there is a system of a few basic types of situations into which innumerable real
life situations have been arranged as a result of natural systematizing,

e every sentence pattern names a typified situation of objective reality.

o The form:
e a specific combination of obligatory sentence constituents, the number and type
of which vary from pattern to pattern.

o The main predicating word, which is most often a verb (in a simple verbal predicate)
but can also be a noun or adjective (as part of a nominal predicate), governs the sentence
pattern, i.e. valency of the predicating word controls the number, type and semantics of
obligatory sentence constituents which make up a sentence/clause.

o Types of verb valency:

e intransitive verbs (with no obligatory element following),

e monotransitive verbs (with a single direct object),

o ditransitive verbs (with an indirect object and a direct object),

o complex transitive verbs (followed by a direct object and either 1) an object com-
plement or 2) an obligatory adverbial),

e copular verbs (followed by either (1) a subject complement or (2) an obligatory
adverbial).
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o There are 6 basic patterns of the English sentence which are recognized by most

grammarians:

There V'S
(There - Copular Verb (typically be) - Subject), which describes the situation of

existence / presence;

SVCs

(Subject - Copular Verb - subject Complement), (where Link Verb + subject Complement
can be seen as making up the Compound Nominal Predicate), which is used for character-
izing sth;

SV
(Subject - Intransitive Verb), which denotes actions / states / events which are not directed
at any particular object;

SV Ood
(Subject - Monotransitive Verb - direct Object), which describes a situation with two par-
ticipants — an active (S) and a passive one (O), which are involved in the action;

SV Ooiod
(Subject - Ditransitive Verb - indirect Object - direct Object), which describes a situation
with three participants, where an active participant performs an action directed at another

participant and in which still another, passive participant is involved;

SV Od Co
(Subject - Complex Transitive Verb - direct Object - object Complement), which denotes
both an action directed at a passive participant and the characteristic it has or acquires as a

result.
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o Some grammarians single out some other sentence patterns:;

SV OdA*
(Subject - Complex Transitive Verb - direct Object - Adverbial) formed by a special se-
mantic class of verbs (verbs of movement / location) and allowing only for adverbials of

place;

SVA*
(Subject - intransitive / Link Verb - Adverbial) where the locative semantics is

expressed by both the verb of movement / location and the adverbial of place;

* It is an arguable point whether these patters are separate ones or variants of other basic

patterns.

o Verbs with more than one meaning, e.g. get, make, grow, etc., can have multiple va-

lencies —> build up different sentence patterns.

o Basic, or unexpanded, sentence patterns are language units —> include only obligato-
ry sentence constituents. When they are actualised in speech as utterances, not only syn-
tactic positions are filled with definite words, but also optional constituents — adverbials
and attributes (as parts of S/ O/ C) are often added —> the sentence becomes expanded

and gives more detailed information about a particular situation.

There are no structural limits for increasing the size of the sentence and expanding its

structure, however, the opposite procedure has a specific limit, the limit being the elemen-
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tary sentence. Omission of some element of the elementary sentence destroys it as a struc-
tural and semantic unit.

Thus, the sentence A low rumbling sound had broken the silence around them can be
made more complicated by adding new attributes, introducing dependent clauses, inserting
modal words, etc. The process will have no end. However, omission of elements that do
not affect the structural and semantic completeness of the sentence can go on until it meets
a certain limit. Such limit for the sentence under consideration is A sound had broken the
silence. It realizes the syntactic structure made up by the subject + a simple predicate ex-
pressed by a verb of non-prepositional directivity + a direct object.

The structural scheme of the sentence is a sentence structure minimal by its
composition and simplest by grammatical and semantic structure. A construction
built according to a structural scheme and realizing all of its components is called an
elementary sentence.

The set of structural schemes specific to every language is the initial basis for build-
ing actual sentences as facts of speech.

One point that should be mentioned here is the status of passive sentences. The ques-
tion is whether they should be included into the set of structural schemes as active sen-
tences or whether they should be regarded as secondary constructions built on the basis of
active sentences. As it has been shown by psycholinguistic experiments, passive sentences
do not appear in actual speech as results of transforming active sentences. Besides that,
there are some passive sentences that do not have corresponding active sentences (e.g. |
was born in France). Therefore, a passive sentence is not a derivative of an active one but
an independent syntactical phenomenon.
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THE SIMPLE SENTENCE IN THE SEMANTIC ASPECT.
THE SEMATIC PATTERN OF THE SENTENCE

o Language means model and represent situations of objective reality. The simplest corre-

lation is as follows.

A real life situation A sentence
- An event - the predicate (usu. V)
- Its participants - arguments (usu. noun groups refer-
- Its circumstances ring to the predicate)
+ interrelations between them + syntactic and semantic relations
between them

o Arguments perform definite semantic roles according to the type of the participant of
the real life situation they name.

o The function of the predicate is central to the semantic structure of the sentence, as:
1) its semantics determines the whole range of semantic roles that can be expressed in the
sentence (= the role structure of the verb / the frame of the verb); some roles manifest-

ed by the verb are obligatory, others are optional;

2) it reflects the relations between its arguments (—> between the participants of the real

life situation).
o The basic semantic pattern of the sentence = proposition:

The meaning of action / event + the minimal set of semantic roles, which makes the sen-

tence semantically complete.
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SEMANTIC ROLES

A semantic role is the underlying relationship that a participant has with the main
verb in a clause. It is also known as semantic case, thematic role, theta role (generative
grammar), and deep case (case grammar). Semantic role is the actual role a participant
plays in some real or imagined situation, apart from the linguistic encoding of those situa-
tions. If, in some real or imagined situation, someone named John purposely hits someone
named Bill, then John is the agent and Bill is the patient of the hitting event. Therefore,
the semantic role of Bill is the same (patient) in both of the following sentences:

John hit Bill.
Bill was hit by John.

In both of the above sentences, John has the semantic role of agent.

A set of semantic roles and an action expressed by a verb constitute a linguistic se-
mantic model of an extralinguistic situation and are called semantic configuration. The
set of semantic roles preset by the lexico-semantic peculiarities of the verb makes up the
role structure of the verb. The semantic configuration is the semantic minimum of the
sentence. The role structure of an actual sentence may include roles that are not part of the
semantic minimum.

The theoretical status of semantic roles in linguistic theory is still a largely unre-
solved issue. For example, there is considerable doubt about whether semantic roles
should be regarded as syntactic, lexical or semantic/conceptual entities. However, the most
common understanding is that semantic roles are semantic/conceptual elements. It should
be noticed that there is no agreement about which and how many roles are needed. This is
precisely one of the major drawbacks of the semantic role list approach. Although most
theories of thematic roles assume that there is only a small finite number of them, no con-
sensus has been reached on the number or nature of the roles. Proposals range from just a
few to hundreds of them. The most common semantic roles include:

o Agent — an animate object, usu. a human being, that performs an action consciously
and/or purposefully; + an actional verb:
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a) Causative agent performs an action;

e.g. John killed Harry.

b) Permissive agent lets an action be performed by removing the obstacle for the ob-
ject.

o External causer / Source — an animate or inanimate object which is the ‘source’ of the
action.

o Patient — the animate / inanimate participant which is directly affected by the action
performed by another participant (Agent) and undergoes a change as a result.

e.g. Mary fell over.

o Resultant — an inanimate object which is created/produced as a result of the action.

e.g. Mother baked scones.

o Recipient / Beneficiary — an animate being that receives sth as a result of the action.

e.g. He showed me the stone.

John got Mary a present

o Instrument — an inanimate object which an agent uses to perform the action; the medi-
um by which the action or event denoted by the predicate is carried out.

e.g. The key opened the door.

o Locative — the specification of the place where the action or event denoted by the predi-
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cate is situated.

e.g. The building houses several organizations.

o Temporative — time.

o Experiencer — an animate participant that that experiences the action or event denoted
by the predicate and perceives, feels or realizes sth.

e.g. John felt happy.

o Object of perception — an animate or inanimate object that is perceived (by Experi-
encer).

o Goal — the location or entity in the direction of which something moves.

e.g. John went home.

o Quality possessor.

o Attribute.

o The same semantic role can be realized by different sentence constituents.
o The same sentence constituent can realize different semantic roles in different sentences.
o The same sentence constituent can realize different semantic roles in the same sentence

at the same time.
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2.2. TASKS FOR PRACTICAL CLASSES

Task 1. Match each symbol in the basic sentence patterns on the left with the correspond-
ing part of the sentence on the right.

ThereVs Once upon a time there was a beautiful princess.
There were lots of people going through the tills.
There are frequent trains to Bordeaux.
SV Sarah and Michael disappeared.
She smiled sweetly.
Do you work late?
Svod She changed her dress.
Mum, I'm making such a big sandwich.
Have you got an exam on Monday?
svoiod Lizzie bought herself a mountain bike.
She taught children French.
They've been given the red-carpet treatment.
SVCs He and Jane aren't married.
The cheese has gone bad.
She sounds funny on the phone.
SVA Marc was in the bathroom.
The pleasant summer lasted well into March.
She reached for the scissors.
SVOdCo That makes me so mad.
They elected him President.
I like my steak well-done.
SVOdA They are sending us to Disneyland.
She placed the baby on a blanket in the living room.
I've always treated her with respect.
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Task 2. Represent the following sentences in symbols and underline the sentence constitu-
ents. Say what language means they are expressed by.

Example: Then they heard aloudcry and a splash.  SVOd(A)
A S \% Od

time personal monotrans. coordinative noun phrase

adverb  pronoun verb [subord. noun phrase + a noun]

Carrie felt a little less bold.

He considered it a dumb question.

He gave all that information to the FBI.
He put his hand on the child’s shoulder.
He really told his father the truth.

He didn't get his hair wet.

I’ll keep in touch with you.

I just got really hot.

© 0 N o g~ wDdh -

More people came.

10.My dislike of the man returned.

11.People called him Johnny.

13. She was carrying a long whippy willow twig.
14. So that made her popular.

15. Tako is really a smart dog.

16. Then they fell in the sea.

17. They certainly couldn’t tell her the truth.

18. There were only four of us.

19. We were in a meeting all morning with Barbara.

20. He painted the roof of the house red.
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Task 3. Which basic patterns are the sentences below built on?

© o N o g~ w NP

Simon spoke first.

Did he say ‘hi’ to you?

The stewards all spoke French.

You will never change the world.
Flying is the only way to travel!

The work changed in the post-war period.

The minibar was filled with candy, mineral water and soft drinks.
Could you open the window, please?
The house was built in 1965.

10. Show the inspector your ticket, Charlie.

Task 4. Analyse the sentences on the right in terms of the semantic roles their constituents
realise. Then fill the appropriate boxes in the table with the name of the semantic role for

each argument. Some boxes will remain blank.

Sentence S Oi | Od | Cs | Co A Example sentence
pattern
SVCs Ex- Attr She's happy.
per ib

He turned traitor.

The Sahara is hot.

Last night was warm.

39




The show was interesting.

SVA

He was at school.

She got into the car.

He is lying on the floor.

SV

He was working.

She is standing.

The wind is blowing.

The curtains disap-
peared.

SvOd

He threw the ball.

Lightning struck the
house.

She has a car.

He is holding a knife.

The stone broke the win-
dow.

We paid the bus driver.

They climbed the moun-
tain.
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| wrote a letter.

They had an argument.

He nodded his head.

SVOiod | bought her a gift.

She gave the door a kick.

She knitted me a
sweater.

SVOdCo He declared her the
winner.

The sun turned the grass
yellow.

The revolver made him
afraid.

| found it strange.

SVOdA He placed it on the shelf.

The storm drove the
ship ashore.

A car knocked it down.

Task 5. Identify the semantic roles of the arguments in the sentences below.

He put the book on the shelf.

agent  patient locative
M



1. He’s travelled the world.

2. The glazier cuts glass with a diamond.
3. He drew lines on the paper.

4. He struck me on the knee.

5. That was a tactical decision.

6. Did you hear what | told you?

7. London faced a severe winter last year.

8. She was given a ring for her birthday.
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PART 3. COMPOSITE SENTENCE SYNTAX

3.1. THE COMPOSITE SENTENCE vs. THE SIMPLE SENTENCE

o A composite sentence has the following properties:
e it consists of 2 or more clauses which are related both syntactically and se-
mantically,
o the syntactic relation can be (1) marked with a linker or (2) formally unmarked,
e the clauses can be:
(1) of equal status —> the relation of coordination between the clauses —>
a compound sentence,
or

(2) of different status —> the relation of subordination between the clauses —>
a complex sentence.

Unlike a simple sentence that consists of a single independent clause with no de-
pendent clauses, a composite sentence is built up by two or more predicative lines. It can
be defined as a structural and semantic unity of two or more syntactic constructions
each having a predicative center of its own, built on the basis of a syntactic connec-
tion and used in speech communication as a unit of the same rank as the simple sen-
tence.

The following characteristics should be kept in mind when discussing composite sen-
tences:

o the type of syntactic connection (coordination or subordination);

o the rank of predicative constructions, that is, the place occupied by the predicative

construction in the hierarchy of clauses;

e presence or absence of connectors and their character.

A general classification of composite sentences can be based on the first two criteria
— the type of syntactic connection and the rank of predicative constructions. Here com-
pound and complex sentences are singled out. In the compound sentence predicative con-
structions of the high rank are connected by means of coordination while in the complex
sentence — by means of subordination.
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According to the way in which parts of the composite sentence are joined together,
two types can be singled out:

1) syndetic (by means of connectors);

2) asyndetic (without any connectors).
The connector can either be a conjunction, a pronoun or an adverb. If it is a conjunc-
tion, its function in the sentence is to join the clauses together. If it is a pronoun or an ad-
verb (i. e. a relative pronoun or a relative adverb), it serves as a part of one of the two

clauses which are joined (a subject, object, adverbial modifier, etc.), and also joins the
two clauses together.

There can be disputable cases when it is not quite clear a composite sentence is syn-
detic or asyndetic. It depends on the way we view a particular word. For instance:

The one thing she seems to aim at is Individuality; yet she cares nothing for individuals.

The second clause of the composite sentence opens with the word yet, so we may say that
it is an adverb and the connection is asyndetic, or else, that it is a conjunction and the
conection is syndetic.

THE COMPOUND SENTENCE

o The clauses are of equal status = at the same level of the syntactic hierarchy.

o The syntactic relation of coordination between the clauses.

o The syntactic relation can be either marked or unmarked.

o Coordination can be marked with a linker (coordinator):

a) a coordinating conjunction: and, but, or, nor, either, neither;

b) a coordinating conjunctive adverb, which can shift its position: besides, moreover,
however, yet, still, otherwise, therefore, so, thus, then, consequently.
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o Coordination can be formally unmarked —> intonation, punctuation.

o The order of coordinate clauses is more or less fixed.

o Types of semantic relations between the clauses:

e Copulative: similarity, addition, simultaneous or successive events;
e Adversative: opposition, contradiction, contrast;
o Disjunctive: mutually exclusive alternatives;

e  Cause and effect.

Compound sentences are structures of co-ordination with two or more immediate
constituents which are syntactically equivalent, i. e. none of them is below the other in
rank.

The process of coordination involves the linking of structures of equal grammatical
rank — single words and phrases in elementary compound groups or independent clauses
in compound sentences. The coordinative conjunctions and the correlatives serve to pro-
duce coordination by joining the grammatically equivalent elements. Two or more clauses
equal in rank can together be given the status of a single sentence. Such coordinated units
make up a compound sentence.

The formative words linking the parts of a compound sentence fall into the following
types: 1) coordinative conjunctions, 2) conjunctive adverbs, 3) fixed prepositional
phrases.

Coordinative conjunctions are rather few in number: and, but, or, yet, for.

Sentence-linking words, called conjunctive adverbs are: consequently, furthermore,
hence, however, moreover, nevertheless, therefore.

Some typical fixed prepositional phrases functioning as sentence linkers are: at least,
as a result, after a while, in addition, in contrast, in the next place, on the other hand,
for example, for instance.

Coordinate connectors can establish different semantic relations between clauses.
Coordinate sentence linkers can be grouped in the following way:

1. Copulative, connecting two members and their meanings, the second member in-

dicating an addition of equal importance, or, on the other hand, an advance in
time and space, or an intensification, often coming in pairs, then called correla-

tives: and; both... and; equally... and; alike... and; at once... and; not (or never)...
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not (or nor)... either; neither... nor, etc.

2. Disjunctive, connecting two members but disconnecting their meaning, the
meaning in the second member excluding that in the first: or, and in questions
whether... or with the force of simple or; or... either; either... or, etc., the disjunc-
tive adverbs else, otherwise, or... or, or... else, in older English other else.

3. Adversative, connecting two members, but contrasting their meaning: but, but
then, only, still, yet, and yet, however, on the other hand, again, on the contrary,
etc.

4. Causal, adding an independent proposition explaining the preceding statement,
represented only by the single conjunction for: The brook was very high, for a
great deal of rain had fallen over night.

5. Illative, introducing an inference, conclusion, consequence, result: namely,
therefore, on that account, consequently, accordingly, for that reason, so, then,
hence, etc.

6. Explanatory, connecting words, phrases or sentences and introducing an
explanation or a particularization: namely, to wit, that is, that is to say, or, such
as, as, like, for example, for instance, say, let us say, etc.

THE COMPLEX SENTENCE

o The syntactic status of the clauses is not equal —> the main / principal clause and one
or more subordinate / dependent clauses which are embedded as part of the main clause.

o The syntactic relation of subordination between the clauses.

o Subordination can be marked with a linker (subordinator), which occurs in a fixed
position at the front of its clause:

a) a subordinating conjunction:

e 1-word: that, because, though, if , before, until, since, who, than...;
e phrasal: in order that, so far as, as if, in case...;

e paired: as...as, such...as;
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b) a relative pronoun (a connective / a subordinating conjunctive adverb),
which is part of the clause (= occupies a notional and structural position in
it): who, what, whose, which, why, that, where, when, as...

o Subordination can be formally unmarked —> intonation, punctuation.

o The functional classification of subordinate clauses:
- is based on the functional and semantic correlation between subordinate clauses and
simple sentence constituents (S, Pr, O, A, Attr):
e a subject subordinate clause;
e a predicative subordinate clause;
e an object subordinate clause of the following semantics:
- substantive,
- adverbial,
- general event,
- content.
e an adverbial subordinate clause of the following semantics:
- time,
- place,
- manner / comparison,
- circumstantial semantics (cause, reason, result, concession, purpose, condi-
tion...), etc;

e an attributive subordinate clause of descriptive, restrictive or appositive semantics;

o types of subordination:

e hierarchical (—> 1%, 2" degree of subordination),
o  ‘parallel’ subordination.

Complex sentences are structures of subordination with two or more immediate con-
stituents which are not syntactically equivalent. In the simplest case, that of binary struc-
ture, one of them is the principal clause to which the other is joined as a subordinate. The
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latter stands in the relation of adjunct to the principal clause and is beneath the principal
clause in rank.

The semantic relations that can be expressed by subordination are much more nu-
merous and more varied than with coordination: all such relations as time, place, conces-
sion, purpose, etc. are expressly stated in complex sentences only.

To express subordination of one syntactic unit to another in a complex sentence Eng-
lish uses the following means: conjunctions: when, after, before, while, till, until, though,
although, that, as, because; a number of fixed phrases performing the same function:
as soon as, as long as, so long as, notwithstanding that, in order that, according as, etc.;
conjunctive words: the relative pronouns_who, which, that, whoever, whatever, which-
ever, and the relative adverbs where, how, whenever, wherever, however, why, etc.

There can be different approaches to classifying subordinate clauses. One is based on
the correlation of subordinate clauses to sentence members. Here subjective, predicative,
objective, attributive and adverbial clauses are differentiated. According to correlation of
subordinate clauses to parts of speech, the following types of subordinate clauses are iden-
tified: substantive (the subjective, predicative and objective clauses in the preceding clas-
sification), adverbial and adjectival (attributive). There is a certain correlation between the
two classifications, which is quite expected since there is a certain connection between a
word’s belonging to a part of speech and its syntactic functions.

The following types of subordinate clauses are usually differentiated based on the
semantic relations between the principal and the subordinate clause.

1. Subject and Predicate Clauses
A subject clause may contain either a statement or a question. In the former case it is
preceded by that, in the latter it is introduced by the same words as interrogative object
clauses.
That she wants to help us is beyond any doubt.

When he is coming has not been decided yet.

Commoner that the patterns with the initial that are sentences introduced by it, with
the that-clause in end-position.

It is clear that he will never agree to it.

48



2. Object Clauses

The simplest case of such clauses are patterns in which a sub-clause can be replaced
by a noun which could be then an object in a simple sentence.

I know what she wants.
You can take whatever you like.

3. Attributive Clauses

Like attributive adjuncts in a simple sentence, attributive clauses qualify the thing de-
noted by its head word through some actions, state or situation in which the thing is in-
volved.

It has been customary to make distinction between two types of attributive sub-
clauses: restrictive and continuative or amplifying clauses (“defining” and “non-
defining”). This division is however too absolute to cover all patterns.

Restrictive clauses are subordinate in meaning to the clause containing the anteced-
ent; continuative clauses are more independent: their contents might often be expressed by
an independent statement giving some additional information about the antecedent that is
already sufficiently defined. Continuative clauses may be omitted without affecting the
precise understanding of the sentence as a whole. This is marked by a different intonation,
and by a clear break preceding the continuative clause, no such break separating a restric-
tive clause from its antecedent. The presence or absence of such a pause is indicated in
writing and in print by the presence or absence of a comma before as well as after the sub-
clause.

4. Clauses of Cause

Clauses of cause are usually introduced by the conjunctions because, since, and as
and indicate purely causal relations.

I had to go home since it was getting dark.

As we have just bought a new house, we cannot afford a new car.
I did not arrive on time because | had missed my bus.
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5. Clauses of Place

Clauses of place do not offer any difficulties of grammatical analysis; they are gener-
ally introduced by the relative adverb where or by the phrase from where, to where, etc.

He went to the cafe where he hoped to find his friend.

6. Temporal Clauses

Temporal clauses can be used to denote two simultaneous actions or states, one action
preceding or following the other, etc.

When we finished our lunch, we left.

7. Clauses of Condition

Conditional sentences can express either a real condition (“open condition”) or an un-
real condition:

If you ask him he will help you. (real condition)
If you asked him, he would help you. (unreal condition)
8. Clauses of Result
Clauses of result or consequence are characterized by two patterns:
o clauses introduced by the conjunction that correlated with the pronoun such or the
adverb so in the main clause;

o clauses introduced by the phrasal connective so that.

Suddenly she felt so relieved that she could not help crying.
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9. Clauses of Purpose

Clauses expressing purpose are known to be introduced by the conjunction that or
lest and by the phrase in order that.

I avoided mentioning the subject lest he be offended.

10. Clauses of Concession

The following types of concessive clauses are clauses that give information about the
circumstances despite or against which what is said in the principal clause is carried out:

I went to the party, though I did not feel like it.

11. Clauses of Manner and Comparison

Sub-clauses of manner and comparison characterize the action of the principal clause
by comparing it to some other action.

She was nursing the flower, as a mother nurses her child.

Asyndetic Sentences

In some composite sentences clauses are not attached to one another in any grammat-
ical way, they simply abut against each other; they make contact but are not connected.
Grammar books differ in identifying the linguistic essence of such syntactic structures. In
traditional grammar asyndetic sentences, just as syndetic ones, were classified into com-
pound and complex. For instance, the sentence He came to her; she did not move would be
classed among the compound sentences, and the sentence | can see what you are driving
at among complex ones.

This traditional treatment of asyndetic composite sentences was criticized by some
scholars. For example, a different approach is found in N. S. Pospelov’s treatments of
asyndeton in Russian syntax where asyndetic sentences are viewed as a special syntactic
category with no immediate relevance to subordination or coordination.

Various approaches to classifying asyndetic composite sentences have been sought,
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but none of them has provided an adequate interpretation of this phenomenon so far.

According to Prof. Ilyish, in some types of asyndetic composite sentences, there is a
main and a subordinate clause, while the other types of asyndetic sentences do not admit
of such a distinction.

This is the most interesting book | have ever read. — attributive clause

I think you should go there right away. — object clause

Should any problems occur, give me a call. — conditional clause

The old man felt offended; he had been treated unjustly. — causal clause
He pressed the button, something clicked inside. — clause of result

As can be seen from the above examples, the semantic relations between clauses are
signaled only by the lexical meaning of the words making up the sentence. This example
is illustrative of the interaction between vocabulary and syntax which should not be over-
looked in grammatical analysis.

Transition from Simple to Composite Sentences

The notions of simple sentence and composite sentence are well defined and distinct-
ly opposed to each other, but still some transitional elements can be found between them.
Such sentences are termed transitional or semi-composite. The following syntactical phe-
nomena can be considered transitional cases:

1) sentences with homogeneous parts (sometimes also termed “contracted sentenc-

es”);

2) sentences with a dependent appendix;

3) sentences with secondary predication.

By homogeneous parts of a sentence we mean parts of the same category (two or
more subjects, two or more predicates, two or more objects, etc.), standing in the same
relation to other parts of the sentence (e.g. | invited both my friends and colleagues.).
Some types of sentences with homogeneous parts quite clearly fit into the general type of
simple sentences, but there can be very complicated structures containing a common sub-
ject and homogeneous predicates, each having its own objects and adverbial modifiers.
The reason why we cannot call such sentences compound is that they have only one sub-
ject and thus cannot be separated into two clauses.

Sentences with a dependent appendix are structures which clearly overstep the lim-
its of the simple sentence and tend towards the complex sentence, but which lack an essen-
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tial feature of a complex sentence. They include:

1) phrases consisting of the conjunction than and a noun, pronoun, or phrase follow-
ing an adjective or adverb in the comparative degree (e.g. | have met many people much
smarter than you);

2) sentences containing an adjective or adverb, which may be preceded by the ad-
verb as, and an additional part consisting of the conjunction as and some other word (an
adjective, a noun, or an adverb) (e.g. Her features were as soft and delicate as those of her
mother).

In each case a finite verb might be added at the end (either be, or do, or have, or can,
etc.), and then the sentence would become a complex one, but as they are, such sentences
occupy an intermediate position between complex and simples sentences.

Sentences with secondary predication. Every sentence has predication, without it
there would be no sentence. In a usual two-member sentence the predication is between
the subject and the predicate. There are also sentences that contain one more predication,
which can be termed secondary predication. In English there are several ways of express-
ing secondary predication:

1) The complex object (e.g. | saw you take it). The syntactic function of the group
you take (or of its elements) can be considered either a complex object (in this case the
group is treated is a single syntactic unit) or an object and an objective predicative. The
choice between the two interpretations remains arbitrary. There is no universal approach.

0. Jespersen has proposed the term ‘nexus’ for every predicative grouping of words,
no matter by what grammatical means it is realised. He distinguishes between a ‘junction’,
which is not a predicative group of words (e.g. reading man) and ‘nexus’, which is one
(e.g. the man reads). If this term is adopted, we may say that in the sentence | saw him run
there are two nexuses: the primary one | saw, and the secondary him run. In a similar way,
in the sentence | found him ill, the primary nexus would be | found, and the secondary him
ill.

2) The absolute construction. The absolute construction expresses attending cir-
cumstances — something that happens alongside of the main action. This secondary action
may be the cause of the main action, or its condition, etc., but these relations are not indi-
cated by any grammatical means.

The absolute construction is, as we have seen, basically a feature of literary style and
unfit for colloquial speech. Only a few more or less settled formulas such as weather per-
mitting may be found in ordinary conversation. Otherwise colloquial speech practically
always has subordinate clauses where literary style may have absolute constructions.
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Mixed type of composite sentences

Not every sentence we come across in a text or in oral speech is bound to be either
syndetic or asyndetic, either compound or complex, etc. Several or all of these characteris-
tics can be found in a sentence at the same time. It can contain several clauses, some of
them connected with each other syndetically, that is, by conjunctions or connective words,
while others are connected asyndetically, that is, without any such words; some of the
clauses are coordinated with each other, while others are subordinate, so that another part
of the whole sentence is complex, etc. The amount of variations is probably unlimited.
Such sentences are often referred to as mixed sentences. Prof. Blokh uses the term com-
plex-compound sentence (or compound-complex sentence) to hame a sentence that con-
sists of multiple independent clauses, at least one of which has at least one dependent
clause. For instance:

Though Lois was very jauntily attired in an expensively appropriate travelling affair, she
did not linger to pat out the dust which covered her clothes, but started up the central
walk with curious glances at either side. Her face was very eager and expectant, yet she
hadn 't at all that glorified expression that girls wear when they arrive for a Senior Prom
at Princeton or New Haven; still, as there were no senior proms here, perhaps it didnt
matter. (F. S. Fitzgerald)
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